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THE TROPES AND FIGURES OF ISAEUS 
INTRODUCTORY 


LITERATURE.—Besides dissertations, theses, and other works to 
which my obligation is acknowledged passim, the chief authori- 
ties and editions used in the preparation of this dissertation are 
the following : 

Editions of Isaeus : SCHOEMANN (1881), BUERMANN (1883) ; ScHEIBE (Teub- 
ner, text only, 1889). 

ARISTOTLE, Rhetoric, Ed. of Cope and Sandys, Cambridge, 1877. 

RHETORES GRakcl, Spengel, Leipzig, 1885, (incl. Arist., cited acc’d to vol. & p.). 

Dionysius Hattio., Vol. V, de Isaeo Iudicitum, Tauchnitz, Leipzig, 1889. 

Corniricius, Rhetorica ad C. Herennium, Kayser, Leipzig, 1854. (Cornif.) 

QUINTILIAN, Institutio Orat., Halm, Leipzig, 1868. (Q.) 

GRaMMATICI LaTrInI, Keil, Leipzig, 1857. 

RHETORES LATINI MinorEs (RLM), Halm, Leipzig, 18638. (H.) 


ErneEsTI, Lexicon Technologiae Lat. Rhet., Leipzig, 1797. 

GERBER, Die Sprache als Kunst, Bromberg, 1871—1874. (Gerb.) 

Prrnot, L’ Bloquence politique et judiciaire @ Athénes—Isée, Paris, 1878. 

Moy, Etude sur les Plaidoyers d’ Isée, Paris, 1876. (Moy). 

RoEevER, Beitrage zur Erklarung und Krttik des Isaws, Jena, 1880. 
VoLKMANN, Die Rhetorik der Gr. u. Rém., 2te Aufl., Leipzig, 1885. (Volk.) 
REHDANTZ, Demos. Neun Philippische Reden—Indices, 4te Aufl., Leipzig, 1886, 
Bass, Die Attische Beredsamkeit, 2te Aufl., Leipzig, 1887—1898. (Blass). 
ScuMip, Der Atticismus, Stuttgart, 1887-1896. 

JEBB, The Attic Orators from Antiphon to Isaeus, 2d Hd., London, 1898. (Jebb). 
CROIsET, Histoire de la Littérature Grecque, 2 Hd., Paris, 1896—1900. 


DEFINITION AND CLassiIFICATION.—The following study of 
Isaeus’s rhetorical art is confined to a discussion of his tropes and 
jigures. To determine exactly where the distinguishing line 
between these two classes of rhetorical ornament should be drawn 
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was a pugna inexplicabilis' in Quintilian’s time, and beyond the 
non mediocris inter auctores dissensio' of his day little advance has 
been made. Volkmann’s treatment? has the conservative merit 
of following Quintilian in the main, and refrains from increasing 
the confusion by adding a new classification. The same field has 
been threshed by Gerber and in more recent times by Straub,’ to 
whom, after Quintilian, Volkmann, and Blass,* I here acknowl- 
edge my special indebtedness. 

Definition. —A. trope may be defined as the transfer of a word 
or expression from its own peculiar signification into another,® 
€. g., metaphor, the trope xar’ éEoynv.© A figure on the other hand 
is a form of expression artistically changed from the form in com- 
mon use, or in Quintilian’s own words: ergo figura sit arte aliqua 
novata forma dicendi." Both, then, are peculiar turns of expres- 
sion. While this is true, a determinate difference seems to lie in 
the fact that a figure does not necessarily imply a transfer, as 
Quintilian points out: nam et propris verbis et ordine collocatis 
figura fieri potest.2 At the same time he adds: illud tamen notan- 
dum, coire frequenter in eadem sententia et tpdémov et figuram ; tam 
enim translatis verbis quam propriis figuratur oratio,® illustrating the 
practical difficulty in adopting this dual classification.” 

Classification. —Sharing Quintilian’s feeling" towards the 
whole question of definition and classification, I have so far dis- 
regarded the distinction between tropes and figures and the usual 
sub-divisions ” of the latter as to treat in connection with Figures 


1Q. VIII.6.1; 1X.1.10. *pp.415 ff. ° De tropis et figuris quae inveniuntur in 
Orr. Demos. et Cic., Progr. Aschaffenburg., Wirceburg, 1888. * III 166-189, II 513- 
519, and passim. 5 Tropus est verbi vel sermonis a propria significatione in aliam 
cum virtute mutatio. Q. VIII. 6.1; cf. 26. 1X.1.4, Trypho III 191. Gerb. IT! 25. 
Volk. 416. Straub 4. *Q. VIII. 6.4 cum frequentissimus est tum longe pulcherri- 
mus. For a list of tropes see Moore, Servius on the Tropes and Figures of Vergil, 
Diss., J. H. U., 1891, p. 7. 721X114. §1X.1.7, 91X.1.9. % Volkmann’s distinc- 
tion (p. 460) is clear but hardly disposes of the difficulty: der Tropus hat es also 
mit dem einzelnen Worte 2u thun, an dessen Stelle cin anderes gesetzt wird, die Figur 
dagegen mit der inneren Verbindung der Worter unter einander, welche verandert 
wird, ohne dass die urspringliche Bedeutung der Worter verandert witrde, Cf. Q. 
IX.1.5. “nee mutatur vocabulis vis rerum... . sive tropi sive fiqurae dicuntur, 
idem efficient. Q. IX.1.7f. ™ Namely, figurae sententiarum (cxjpara dtavolas) and 
figurae verborum (oxjuara défews), distinguished thus: in figurae verborum, if the 
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of Dramatic Vivacity certain forms of rhetorical ornament which 
find a place at one time under figures, at another under tropes, 
or at the same time under both.“ The four groups into 
which I have divided figures, and under which Isaeus’s rhetorical 
style will now be discussed, are: 1. Figures of Repetition. 2. 
Figures of Amplification. 3. Figures of Parallelism. 4. Figures 
of Dramatic Vivacity. 


I. Fraeures oF REPETITION. 


Isaeus repeats himself so frequently! that repetition in its 
varied forms’ becomes a characteristic feature of his style. a) Of 
a purposeless repetition of words* or thoughts, resulting in a lack of 
variety, Isaeus is seldom guilty. On the contrary his repetitions 
are almost invariably intentional® and reveal oratorical skill and 


words are changed the figure is destroyed, though the thought remains the same ; 
in figurae sententiarum, the figure remains, even if the words are changed. See 
Alex. IIT10. Volk. 460. A further sub-division of figurae verborum into grammati- 
cal and rhetorical is made by Quintilian (IX.8.2). For examples of the former, see 
Lincke, De Elocutione Isaez, diss., Leipzig, 1884, de delectu verborum, pp. 20 f. On 
whole subject, see Willmann De Figuris Grammaticis, diss., Berol., 1862. 

8 ¢, g., Irony and Hyperbaton: ita quaedam perquam tenui limite dividuntur, 
ut cum ironia tam inter figuras sententiae quam inter tropos reperiatur, weplppacw 
autem et drepBarby et dvoparorolay clari quoque auctores figuras verborum potius quam 
tropos dixerint. Q. 1X.1.8; cf. 1b. 2.44 ff. Trypho III 191. Volk. 488. 


1 Least in Orr, 4,8,10; by far the most in Or. 8, commenting on its length Blass 
(II 526) says: Lysias witrde aus diesem Stoffe nicht die Halfte gemacht haben. 

2See Albrecht’s discussion in his Bettrage zur Textes krittk des Isaios, Hermes 
XVIII 867f. Lincke ch. I (de delectu verborum) passim. Blass II 602. 


* Though Isaeus here transgresses the rhetorical canons of Isocrates, his debt to 
the great stylist is nevertheless great, ¢. g., his avoidance of Hiatus in particular 
orations (p.f5), his fondness of cxfua nar’ dpow nal béow (p. 18), the addition of 
needless clauses to round out his periods (see Isocratic Balance under Antithesis) 
p-. 22) and not infrequent use of circumlocutions (for examples, see Lincke, p. 21). 


*Jebb (II 278) notices ‘an ungraceful negligence’ in the polyptota in 7.5 
(robros ratrnv——rovrwy) and 8.7 (éxelynv—— éxelvns—— Exelvwy) ; cf. the repeti- 
tion, with slight variation, of xpdépevos olxelws (6 times) and 8cdgopos (4) in 1.80, 88,34 ; 
of dardépyve (5) in 5.15; of elot yrhows (8) in 6.58; Aklwoev 3.49,52; eweriudv (—ug) 
2.28 ; érdnolatov 3.10; dwoddédexra: 6.10; see Lincke, pp. 16 f. 

Sef. Albrecht, p, 868 n. 2. 
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versatility.© b) Jn the sphere of argument, such repetitions so far 
from being faulty are a positive gain. The orator plays a bit of 
deception, causing his judges to imagine that his arguments are 
more numerous than they really are;’ or more often an argument 
is urged in a series of different forms.® 

But it is with formal and strictly rhetorical repetition that 
this study is concerned, namely, the figures of repetition. These 





























are: éravadlirrwors (aa \, €ravadopa (a , a ), avrio- 
Tpopy ( B, 8), cvpmdoKy (a B,a 8), érravactpody 
( ,B ), and «v«rAos (a——, ———a ; or a——., .... ,_—a). 


(Em)avadlrrwocts (a a——).—(Ep)anadiplosis is the repeti- 
tion of a word(s) within, and regularly at the beginning of, the 
same clause.’ This repetition is usually immediate and with few 
exceptions asyndetic. Reinforced by the impatient and restless 
effect of the latter, it is distinctly passionate and occurs most 
frequently in tragedy" and the impassioned oratory" of Demos- 
thenes and Aeschines. With considerable feeling Isaeus repeats 
the stereotyped ov wa Al’ ove in 11.35,35 (rabra peyara Sixad 
éort. Taira Kal ot vdsor KeNevovowy, ov pa Ala ov.....0U pa 
Al? ov« éri trois éwois). Cf. 10.11 od rolvr, & dvdpes, ovSe KTH. 
7.26 0&8 yap dv Tote TocovTMY ypnuaTaV ovK édaryyave. 

(Em )avadopa (a , a——-).—Epanaphora”™ is the repeti- 
tion of the same word(s) at the beginning of two or more succeeding 





Se. g., 5.46 add’ odk €orpdrevoat...... od 8¢, wo Acx., worlrns dv 03d’ 
éorpdrevoat; 2.14 key-word, adopt, ‘rings out’; 12.9-10 # uhy rovrovt Eipidnrov 
xr\. repeated twice. 

Te. g., 8.60, 69-71 11.16, 29. 

8 Notably in Or. 8, e. g., in 3¢ 45-52 the main argument is repeated six times ; 
cf. 33 51-52; 55-58; 59-62; 64-65. 

9 dvadlrrwals dors NéEewr (Adgews THs abrfs, Anon. IIT 182) wpogopda érddrn)os, 
olov, Névye, Adye Ta4ANGES’ ylverar 5e cal peratd Ad~ews EuBeHAnuévys, ws 7d ddA’ od K 
tors rabra, obx orev. Zon. III 166.; cf. Gerb. II' 192. Volk. 466. 

107, Bekker, homer. Blatter I 194. 

Ml Harry, A Rhetorical Study of the Leptinean Orations, Diss., J. H. U., 1891, 
p- 86, 

13 To avoid confusion, I here adopt the term, epanaphora, also preferred appar- 
ently by the ancient rhetoricians (see index of Walz or Spengel, s. v.) and restrict 
anaphora to another quite distinct figure (see Anaphora, p.9g ). 
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clauses.“ In Isaeus, instances of its most rhetorical and vigorous 
form, epanaphora in asyndeton, are few and, with a single excep- 
tion, confined to Or. 8, e. g., § 28 (3-fold and double) wd@ev 
xpH wioreverOar Ta cipnudva; ovK ex Tov maptupiav; olual ye. 
wéOev 5é rovs paptupas; obK éx TaVv Bacdvwv; eixds ye. WdOeED 
ovx €x; id. H. 28.1 (Sch.); § 14 (double) tlvas eiKos elddvat 
Td Tarad; Sirov Sr Tovs NpPOLMEVOUS TO TATTO. MEMAPTUPHKATL 
tolvupy axony obra, tlyas wepaptupynkace Tolvun; § 29 
dis éxdobcicav, Sis eyyunPeioav; §§ 24, 24 (with dramatic 
nOorroia),, ov Sé ths el; cod Sé th rpoonke Oarrew; od yiyvookw 
oe: ov py eloe eis THY oiklav.” 11.85 rabra peydra Sieaid éott. 
TavTa Kal oi vépor KeXevovow, The repetition in 7.5 (rovrous 
TavTnv-——rovtwv), though epanaphoric and asyndetic, is omitted 
as probably being unintentional.” Even the least effective form, 
epanaphora with connectives (especially wév——dé), is not frequent : 
5.20 évavrlov swev-—évartlov b¢. 6.43 tocabta péev——tocavrns 
dé. 11.9,10 rerevra pev——redevra 5¢. 2.3 Sto wev——édvo Se. 
5.9 adelrero 5¢e——adelrero b¢. 6.25,25 rl yap——rhs yap; 4 da rl 
——f Sia rl, Cf. 11.2 7.28,40 8.18 3.78. Ina strictly formal 
sense epanaphora might include the repetition of any word, how- 
ever insignificant or unavoidable, e. g., common correlations like 
Tore pev——tdve 5é, etc.,/° and numerous cases of polysyndeton. 
A few instances of the latter in my opinion are not without rheto- 
rical effect: the repetition of ovédé(a\Xad) in two remarkable ex- 
amples of arsis, 7.35 (8-fold), 38 (4-fold) 5.44 (@\X’ ovd——aAn’ 
ovo), 31 f. (cal), 45 f. (aX). 

"Avriotpody ( 8).—As in epanaphora succeeding 
clauses begin, so in antistrophe succeeding clauses end, with the 

















18 gravagopa 5é éoriwy bray Sto cal wredvww xddwv xbupara awd ris abris Négews 
pxnras. Tib. III 72; cf. Aq. Rom. H. 82 (c. 84): hac figura vel frequentissime et 
Demos. et M, Tullius et omnes vehementes oratores utuntur, quando praecipue et 
ipsi commoti videri volunt, et iudicem commovere. Gerb. II! 195. Volk. 467. 

14 Alex, III 29. 

15 See n. 4, above, and Blass IT 508. 


16 e. g., robro peyv——rotro dé 8.28 11.80. Cf. 8.10 4 &&ro.—— Boron, 5.15 4 pev wddrax 
FOANP, 4 8’ vorepov, 1b. 25 6.53 8.15 a re puxpd ef Te peydda Gor. 6.21 et6’ dé (8). 
9.8 etre xard (2). 9.81 nat did (2) ete, 
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same word(s). This figure is quite distinct from homoioteleuton : 
in the former an identity of words (repetition) is necessary, in the 
latter only a sameness of final syllables (assonance). Isaeus yields 
no clear-cut examples, even the following betray more accident 
than artifice: 5.11 dt: éuBddas xal trp(Bwva popei, domep ad.cov- 
poevds Tt et EuBdadas K. hopet. ib. 25 & pev avrois cupddpa .. . 
et kal py yéypamrat,& & ov cuphdépa...c wy yéypanmras. 
8.28 ——olual ye. euxds ye. id. F 23.1 6.58 papTupely, 
paprupeiy. 2.11 ——yevdoOat,—ryevéobar. The apparent 
antistrophe in 3.52 ( nélwcer, [n&locev])'*® should probably 
be regarded as unintentional, since the same repetition occurs in 
§ 49 without regard to rhetorical effect.” 

LupmroKH (a——f8, a——).—Symploke is epanaphora and 
antistrope combined.” Three examples already cited approach 
very nearly this highly artificial figure: 6.53 ols wév———paprupeiy, 
ols dé paptupev. 5.25 & pwev-——py yéypatrras, a 8é 1) 
yéyparrat. 8.28 1dé0ev——ye. moGev——rye. id. F 23.1. 

"Avacrpody ( 8, 8——).—Anastrophe occurs when one 
clause begins with the last word of the preceding,” and like 
KUKNOS (a > ++.———a) may be regarded as an imperfect 
chiastic arrangement.” An excellent example occurs in 8.32 
kedever yap tpépew tos yovdas: yovets & eat unrnp xtr. Less 
perfect are: 6.81 mpocexaddcaro eis éudavay KkaTrdoracuwy. 
katagtadvros 8é éxelvou mpos Tov dpyovta KtX. 8.17 Kal rad? 
ért adnOyn waver éorly,... Oeparrovres taoacty, ods obros tapa- 
dodvat eis Bacavov ove nOdAnoev, taacet b€... TwWé&s, ods TrapeFopat 
pdprupas (the interposition of the relative clause weakening but 
hardly destroying the force of the repetition). Cf 1.5—— 
TWept TOUTwY, Tept dv-—. 





























11 (4 dvricrpopy) tere 5¢ robo évavrlov xws Ty éravapopg xara 7d Tédos Exbvrwy TOP 


Kodwy rhy adrhy \e&ev. Hermog. II 385; cf. Gerb. II! 198. Volk. 469. 
18 See Scheibe, Praef. Crit. xx11. Seen. 4, above, and Lincke p. 16. 


0 cuuwdoxh eore obvOeots Ex Te Tis Ewavapopas Kal ris éravacrpopis (i. ¢., dvrirTpo- 
¢ijs, Alex. III 80) Zon. III 166; cf. Gerb. II’ 201. Volk. 469. 


21 gravacrpoph ylverat, Srav Td Tédos Tod Kwdov érépov Kdrou Tis apxhv worhonrat 
Hermog. II 386; cf. Gerb. I]? 204. Volk. 471. 
42 Of. Eph. 6.18-14——having done all, to stand. Stand, therefore,_—— 
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K §xX0s (a—, a; ora ieee a).—Kvx«ros 
occurs when the first clause of a period begins and the last ends 
with the same word.” Hermogenes’s restriction of change of 
case, number, etc., is regularly disregarded. Some™ confine 
this figure to two succeeding clauses (a——, ———a), but to limit 
the length of the period, if not unwarranted by Hermogenes’s defi- 
nition, 1s certainly inconsistent with the conception he had of it 
and the interpretation modern scholars put upon it, for the former 
illustrates his definition by Demos. 20.73, where two sentences 
intervene between the repeated word (Adyerat), and a representa- 
tive of the latter” cites an instance (Demos. 19.259-—262) in which 
no less than a Teubner page separates the repeated word (véonpua). 
Were such authority lacking, a broader conception of this figure 
would seem reasonable and in the light of such examples is 
warranted. 

Isaeus’s most perfect «v«cAos occurs near the close of the im- 
passioned epilogue of Or. 5: (§ 46) a@AN ovn dorpdtevoat 
Tocovrou Kal TovovTou yevoudvou trodduov, eis Sv OAUVVOoL ev Kal 
mno.arat vrrép THadEe THS yHs atroOvnoKovet paydpevot TOlS TroAEwLoLS, 
av odé, & Au., trondirns dv 08” éorpdtrevoat. A less perfect 
example occurs in a well-rounded period at 1.386-37 otpas & tuas 
TO Tept nuav Stixkatow caddotar av wap avTav TovToy 
muvOdvercOat......... dor ov xpi tap’ nuav, adda [kal] 
Tap auvuT@v tovTwyv mwuvOavecOar To Sleatov; cf. 6.45 
(arroyelporovnaavrwy amexeipotovncate); 2.37 (obros 6é 6 
ouyyevns,—wTolouTds éoTw ob TOS). 

By some,” examples of a single clause beginning and ending 
with the same word (a——a) are included, cf. 5.13 (uaprupijoas 
de tadta éddw evdouaptupiav). 

The following repetitions, verbally imperfect, may be regarded 





3 ixdos ylvera: Srav dd’ of Aptnral ris dvéuaros 4 pjyaros els 7d abrd Karadity waéduy 
phre wrGow évadddtas pire oxjua wire xpbvov xrr. .. . &yxwpet 52 cal wepwodixGs adrd 
ex Ojvac Sdvacbar. Hermog, II 252; cf. Gerb. II) 202. Volk. 471. 


44 ¢. g., Kirk, Demosthenic Style in the Private Orations, Diss., J. H. U., 1895, 
p. 10. 


7 Rehdantz, Xen. Anab. 5.8.18; 2.4. 20; 8. 2. 11, etc. 
* Kingsbury, 4 Rhet. Study of the Style of Andocides, Diss., J. H. U., 1899, p. 26. 
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as extensions of this figure: 10.18—20 epi rovrwy airiov eizeiv 
&yomev @oTe ov pmixpas Eyomey aitias mepl rod mpdyparos. 
1.41—43 rots xara yévos WndlfecOat warrov 7H Tois Kata SiabyKnv 
apis Bntovet———@oe . . . ndloacBat Kata TO yévos . . . waNDNOV 
kata tas SiaOnnas tas ov Sixalws yeyevnucvas. Cf. 6.57—58 of ov 
pdvoy Ud’ jmav eXéyyovtat KTA.——@oT ov pdvov ud’ nuav éXéyxerat 
KTX. 





Il. Fraurgs oF AMPLIFICATION.! 


In the group of figures just considered the repetition was 
essentially verbal and formal, the position of the repeated words 
determining in each case the precise character of the figure; in 
the following, repetition, for so it may be regarded, assumes the 
form of thought repetition or amplification, regardless of clausal 
position. In this group, I have included: 

1. Synonyms (‘ Chain-shot’). 

2. Zyjwa nar’ dpow Kal Odor (Arsis). 

3. Epexegesis (oxjpa xna®? Srov Kal pépos). 

4, Figura Etymologica. 

SynonyMs.—The simplest form of amplification is the use of 
synonyms, so-called. The term, however, is unfortunate because 
misleading and one is inclined to substitute for it Gildersleeve’s 
‘chain-shot,’ a happy metaphorical designation suggesting a verbal 
battery. By synonyms,’ then, is simply meant the linking together 
of several words, usually in pairs, which have about the same 
meaning. Isaeus uses them freely, though in their use as in the 
general sphere of brevity he inclines to Lysianic conciseness rather 
than Isocratic profuseness. Examples of pleonastic and meaning- 
less combinations, where the orator thinks and feels nothing in 
the added word, were not found. In Isaeus a thought is regularly 


1See Rehdantz, Indices, s. v. Amplificatio. 

3 cuvwvupla 5é dor Sray T~ xapaxrhpe Staddbpors dvduact, Ty Suvdye 52 7d abrd 
Snrofor xpwyeOa, wreloow, Ev pev cal 1rd abrd BovAbpyevar Syrodv. Alex. III 80; cf. 
Volk. 478. 
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enriched by synonyms only to add dignity® and emphasis. Like 
his fondness for oy7jma Kat’ apow x. Odor, this predilection eeems 
to betray the influence of Isocrates. The examples may be classi- 
fied as follows: 

1. Linking of verbs, participles, and adverbs. 

a) of verbs: 2.2,44 Séouat nal dvTiBor@ Kal ixerevo. 6.57 8.45 
Sdomas x. ixetedw. 9.387 avTiBorA@ x. ixetedw. 11.22 awrarre «x. 
pnxyavatat. 8.19 ayreizrev od8 jydioByrnce. 5.11 overdifea x. 
éycarei. 8.20 xarnyopely x. éFerAéyyev. 8.26 dOecivy x. éxBarrew 
kK. kwodvew ovvOdrrev., 11.32 éritpérev ovd Oifev. 1.18 érravop- 
Odcat x. BeBatdoar, 3.68 Sotvar x. diabdcOar. 8.2 &yover Biaca- 
pevos kK. Kpatovot. 3.1 mpocetroijcato ovd nudicBynrnce. 8.38 
cuverolowy x. ovvéBarrov. 4.19 ot7 amoBavevta avetreto ott’ 
éxavoev ovte dorodAdyncev. 9.4 ov mpovBero ovd’ Baer. 9.28 
édvrevoe x. eyewpyer x. érrole Surdaclov déiov. 12.5 elacav [x. éré 
tpeyrav]. 6.65 évaylfovar x. yéovrat. 

b) of participles: 2.14 iyialvov, ed dpovar, ed vowv. 7.1,43 
Cav x. ev dpovav. 8.29 Sis exdobcicav, Sis eyyunPeicarv. 3.64 
éxdofelcas «. auvoiovoas. 8.22 ixerevotons x. KAaLtovons. 
1.11,43 opyiSopevos x. ov opOas Bovdrevdpevos. 8.41 KatowKo- 
Sopnoas x. émiBovretcas- 7.45 oxevrapevor x. Svaroyiopmevar. 1.49 
Adyorres K. Sucyupifomevor. 11.46 @poroynuéva x. avapdicSntnta. 
5.35 xaxa@s wpdrrovra x. Trevdpevov. 2.40 oporoynbervra x. opobévra. 
7.42 olkov ... avypnxdrwy x. wempaxdrwy Kx. Epnmov rerroinkdrov. 
10.15 ecipnudvoy x. pepaptupnudvov. Also 1.34,40 6.51 9.37 
10.17. 

c) of adverbs: 5.43 xaxds x. aicypas. 7.31 atoypas x. Sevvas. 
9.29 dpOds x. Sucatws. 10.11 vrapavepws Kn. aceryas. 

2. Linking of nouns and adjectives. 

a) of nouns: (Bad) 5.11 dSpews «. wiaplas. 6.46 rdrpav x. 
avalSecvav. 8.37 Oepamrelaus x. Kodaxelais. 1.8 avaicyvvtiay xk. 
aicxypoxépdeaav. 4.5 ernpaa x. wapackevn. 3.13 wayas K. K@poUsS 
x. acéryeav. (Good) 7.29 dirdas x. edbweveias. 1.33 otketdrnTos 


3 The dignity of synonyms has often been emphasized, e. g., Aq. Rom. H. 84 
(ec. 88): communto nominis utimur eo genere elocutionis, quotiens uno verbo non 
satis videmur dignitatem aut magnitudinem rei demonstrare ; cf. Dionysius’s defence 
of Demosthenes’s use of them against his critics (Dem. c. 58) and Blass IT 508. 





fs. 
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Kk. p. 1b. 42 ouyydveayv x. oix. ib. 47 otk. x. ayytotetav. 8.16 
Uyleav x. krhow ayaOnv. 10.17 ovoiay x. olxov. 12.3 tpodis te 
x. evtroplas. 2.20 épnutay x. aratdiav. ib. 47 Oedv x. daipovey. 
11.21 xowwviav ovdé Sioporoylav. 5.47 apocdpiav Kx. aterderov. 
ib. 48 aypois x. xtjpacw. 9.386 prnuata x. iepd. (Judicial) 9.35 
ydpou Kk. Sixalov. 10.22 vomous x. Sleatov mpayya. 11.30 dimalov 
K. vopwv. 1.26 id. 2.26 vdpos «. Sixalors. 11.18 Sikatov x. Spxous. 
2.47 Sikata x. evopxa. 6.4 év pia Whdw x. evi ayou. 5.10 «. ere 
Tpomros x. KUpios K. avrldicos. 1.10 érltpomroy x. Kdptov.t (Relations) 
7.18,15,17,26,43 yevvipras «x. ppdtopes. 7.27 ouryryeveis x. ppdropas. 
6.64 9.8 Snudras x. ppdropas. 1.2 olixeiot «. mpoonovres. ib. '7 
avaykatous K. cuvyyeveis. 8.9,10 otxéras x. Oeparraivas. 6.15 otxelov 
K. OLKETOD. 

b) of adjectives: 2.42 Sewvov x. aioypdév. ib. 41 atcypov x. 
érroveldiotov. 1b. 48,43 Sewvov «x. xatayéAacrov; dadr0os x. pndevos 
GEvos. 3.24 ardpepyov x. hadrov. ib. 51 avadys 7) TorApnpes. 11.6 
oyeérAuos K. avaldys. 8.4 avaiddotepov ovdé xatadavéorepov. 5.10 
oppavol x. Epnuot x. wévyntes. 8.50 evnOn odd drlywpoy tev vopor. 
8.48 aceryns x. Biavos. 2.23 drraids x. arvyodvT.. 7.34 aducos 
ovde wAeovexTns. ib. 41 Kaxdv obdé dypnorov. 1.29 edvovarépous kK. 
petpiwtépous. 6.47 9.13 tepav pn? (x.) oclwv. 6.49 ceurd x. 
evoeBH. 11.82 dra x. yvopipa. 3.19 adnrov x. eEaidvns yiyvo- 
pévov. 7.5 dyapos x. Arras. 2.37,46 araiéa x. avovupov. ib. 28 
érripOovoy x. od Sixatov. 8.19 doris Kx. éyyuntis. 6.47 vdbm pnde 
vd0n. 5.46 rocovrov x. rotovrov. 7.11 Tovadtas Kw. THdALKadTAl. 
Cf. 5.89 oitw «. rocavrta. 

8. Linking of phrases: 6.2 cuyyvaunv te Exew x. per evvoias 
axpodcacOat. 7.14 noKxer x. Ov érriperelas elyev. 8.20 yapous eoriay K. 
yaunrlay eiceveyxeiv. 10.1 «. Adyew Sevol x. TapacKxevacacbat 
ixavol, 6.2 yphoba: rovras x. plrous voulfev. 1.89 tais peylotacs 
Cnpias x. Trois doydrous dveldeot. 2.3 piros... K. émitnderos ... K. 
éypiro oixelws. 3.19 oixevordrovs x. ols dv Tuyyavapev yYpwpevot 
eddota. 6.65 colay x. ata Tors vdpous. 7.18 3.12 opOds x. x. T. 
vopous. 7.26 xuplos x. k. T. vopous. 2.2 mpoonkdvT@s TE K. K. T. 
vouous. 4.2 aidovctepoy x. Kata dvow padrdov. 8.16 (Bucias) 


* Not taking évirporov with olxelwy, see Sché, p. 182, 
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EXOLVOVOUMEV K. TA Lepa TUVEXELpoUpyoopmEV K. oUVeTreTLOEwev K. TAKA 
cuverroovpev. 5.7 dSvoTvynodons THS WoAEwWS K. TTATEWS yevomevns 
Kayavos. ib. 32 dvaxplvartes ...«. mvOdpevor. ib. 47 brrepidov... 
kK. Katadpovnoas. 12.3 é« aatdlov tpépwv x. aoxav K. eis TOUS 
dparopas eioaryov. 

Zyjea kat’ “Apo. Kxal @éaorv.—Only imperfect defi- 
nitions are available, ¢.9., (oxjma KT.) cuvicTatat ex THS ,,0v” Kal 
THs évavtias avTy Kai wadLoTa TOV ,, GANA” cuvdéopou,’ or, ein sondern 
nach voraufgegangener Negation.” No mention is made of a com- 
panion form, which, being less common, is often more rhetorical, 
namely, positive preceding negative. This dual character suggests 
the following simple classification : 

I. Negative—Positive, or where the negative statement precedes 
the positive, type: ob Adéy~——aAN’ Epy@ (2.44). In its cumulative 
form: 7.38 (4-fold) ovm é« cuppoplas ... GAN é« tev abrod Saravar, 
ovde Sevrepos avrés Oy GAARA Kata pdvas, ovde S00 érn Siadurav ard 
auvexas ovd adoctovpevos GX «Tr. ib. 35 (3-fold) ovdé adACTpLov 
GAN dvra aderAgGtdody, VS ad pixpda terov0as GAA pmeydra ayala 
ud’ Huav, ovd ad adiddrimov... adda KTr. with polysyndeton. 
ib. 44 (2-fold) 8.20 (8-fold). Epexegetical: 9.12 (wapripwv) pr 
TOV padoTa yYpwuevwy adrAA TeV évrvydyTwY. 1.13 Texpnplos 
xpjoOar ma Trois per’ opyhs mpaxGeiow ctr. Antithetical: 1.3 ody 
nuiy éyKarav arr opyicbels KTr. 16.15 ody Heiv éynadav adrO 
Aeiwia rokenav. A very common type is 7.84 otk ayvody adda 
aapas eidas. So 11.36,38 088 buds ayvoeiv err. 2.19 od rrapavoay 
ovde yuvatxi TreOopevos ... GAN ev povarv. 5.29 ovk avayxabdpevor 
add’ exovtes. 6.2 (with litotes) ayav od puxpds adrois, GAXA sept 
tav peylotwov. 7.387 ov aypnotous GAN... mpoPupotdrous. 8.1 
oux amaidos TeXcUTHOAVTOS, GAN... Waldas KatadeXouTrdTOS. ib. 4 
pndev ayvoncavres GNA cadpas eiddres. 2.5 ovK Amrpotxoy AANA THY 
lonv mpoixa éridovres. 11.6 ov mrpootxev arropeiy GAN evOds Ayelv. 
1b. 16 ove nudicByrovy ard jovylay elyov. ib. 48 ov rav AeToup- 
YOUVTwWY KTH. 

Of special interest are: 5.24 ody Saws (not only not) te ex Tod 
KAHpou etAnpas, AANA WpocaToAwAEK@s TeTTapdKovTa mas. 6.21 

5 Or less properly Arsis, for brevity’s sake. 

6 Anon. III 129; cf. Hermog. II 828. 7 Volk. 560. 
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ovyx Saws ératcato, GANA TeAEVTaV TavTedas Suytato éxei. Cf. 
8.25 1.14,15 od pdvoy auras ovK eicexddecev, ANNA Kal... ame 
meurpev. 2.14 otk... 08 acbevav: ard’ tyialvov, eb Ppovar, ev 
voov. 8.15 ovdermirote avev Huav AN... Tavtaxyovd Taphpev. 
6.24 ov wraldwv &vexa eydpmet GAN lva rodtov eicaydyot. 11.28 ob7’ 
av Oia radra ... GAN Ste KtTr. 5.30 od Sid TA. 1.6 ovy drt adiws 
xiwwduvevm .. . AAN Sti aywviComat pos oixelous. 2.23 ovy drt 
arn’ rt. Also: 2.15 ov évavrév &va 4 S00, adAA tpla Kal cixoow 
érn. 5.18,18 ma) cvvapiOpetv GAXA cuyydat Tas yous ov pdvos 
ara xa M. ib. 47 ov Sid 76 yevos GAA Sia THY avdpayabiav. 
6.52 uy Stapaprupla xwodvew ard’ evOvducla etorévat. 7.12 ba) cuy- 
yevels GvSpas GANA Kal rors tuydvras. ib. 24 od Kata Tov TaTépa 
GAA Kata THY pynTrépa. 8.10 my pwéAXroVaL Swcey EdXeyyov GAN’ 
non Sedmxdor. ib. 14 ov Syrov ois Hpmerdpois GANA TOAD pGAXOV 
Trois TovTwy pdprvow. ib. 31,31 adros pi—aAr’ of maids; ov 
ToUTOLS GAN Hiv pooner, ib. 32 ovK ay obros GX’ Hels. 
1b. 44 ovdemlav airiay eiyomev AA avaudicByrntro: KTrA. 9.3 éuod 
5é ovK éridnpodytos GAA oTpaTevopevov. ib. 8 et mi) GvEv TOY OiKEetwv 
GANA ouyyeveis trapaxardoas. 1b. 26 ovdé mpotka——anrra 
pioOov etrAndev. 10.3 od rovrwy——aAXa Tis éuns mnTpos Tratp@os. 
ib. 13 pre cratpl dvTt, GAN aveyrig. ib. 18 ov yap TodTd éott 
oKkeTrTéov, GAAA TO Tpaypwa eb Slearov H py. ib. 23 radra dé ov 
rovTwy dvTa aXN Hpueétepa. 11.29 od Sldwor pe? Huas Tots nyetéepous 
watcl———@AAa Tos mpos pytpds. 1b. 48 od yap 76 épyov adaves 
tr. 1.10 ody Hiv éynadkav——<dpav 5é has tr. ib. 14 ody 
otras acbevas Staxelmevos, GAN’ Ett TrOAAaY ovoawy éXTridwy. ib. 18 
ov Adoat BovAduevos avTas GAN érravopPaca, ib. 37 dor ov ypH 
Tap MOV, ard [Kal] rap aitav rovrwv. ib. 50 my cuxodparteiv 
Gra Sixalws tovTay apdioRnteiv. 2.20 ody wm’ exelyns teobels 
GANA padiota ev ord THS épnulas. ib. 40 Mevexdrrs ov ape- 
gpdvet AAAA TOAD paAXOv obros, 3.21 ov pe Evds ovdSEe pera Svoiy, 
Grn’ os dv pera mrelotov Svvapmeba, 4.24 ov« oti 6°A. ovd’ 6’A. 
——ayn’ érepot. 1.2 ov« ayvoovrtes ANNA KaTayvevtes. ib. 3 ody 
Hiv éyxar@v adr’ opyicOels. 8.25 ovw exwruvdpny ovvOarrewv adrAA 
qdvra ouverrolouvy. 4.14 ovx éav tis SiaO rat povov GNA édy ed 
gpovav. 6.64 ov yap av etry pnTtpds dvopa——a@rN’ édy émridexvvy. 
5.87 ovy 6 ratTnp...KaTédrev, GAN tpels ESore TH Wide. 
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II. Positive-Negative—Here the negative statement follows 
the positive, type: épyp kal ov Adyp (2.88). 2.85 id. 7.16 
TéTe aporepoy 5é 7. 8.383 yévos yap GAr ovyl ouyydvea rodr’ 
éorly, 11.25 nara yvos judisBHrour, ob Kata Sdow. 3.18 éralpa 
hv t@ Bovromevp cal od yuvn. 5.5 evddres TaXnOAR——a@ArXAA p71) 
éEnrratnpevat. 7.382 aveyrids dv GAN ovK dderdds. 1b. 438 girfas 
avrots ToAAHS Hrapyovons, éyOpas & ovdeutads mrarrote yevopervns. 5.38 
TovTO érédwKev, ovK elanveyxev. 1.45 of rraides of TovTwY, ovK éxel- 
vos éylyvero kvpios. 6.65 tadra ydp éorw eXeyxos amavra Kad ov 
Nodopia. 10.21 tadra yap éortt rept dv twas det rnv yadov eveyxeiv, 
ovK et KTA. 2.388 mmpos ewe ov wpos Tov M. 4.25 Zulxpou Hy 
kad ov @pacupdyov. 8.31 aderdds obros avT@, py adeddidods. 
1b. 82 rdvd elvas KrAnpovdpov GANA pr Hmas; 1b. 38 Bras éxeivos 
Soxoln Odartew addrA}A ph éyd. 1.7 (Gorep) éyOpors 
avayxatlous KTr. 5.380 ws éyOpovs AAN ov mpoojKovtas. 10.9 cata 
SiaOnjxas——drrws Se ov« ear. 12.5 é& drrov tivds avdpos 
Kad ov« éx Tod hmerépov tratpds. 11.11 dmol pev ayyroreverv, trols & 
€& dxelvav yeyovdow otk Rv. 8.31 cuvoijoa pev dy tH yuvatnd 
xdpios Hv, Tov bé YpnuaTwv ove av, GN’ ot Traides (pos.—neg.—pos.). 

Cf. the following extensions: 4.27 ore arrodeSnunxacwv———otr’ 
evade pévovtes axpnotol eiot Ty wddEel, AAAA Kal otpatedovTat x. 
etopépovot «Tr. 6.14 7.6,25,27,89 9.80 10.8,24 11.12,21. 

EpexeaEsis.—A third form of amplification is what may be 
designated broadly as epexegesis,’ including: a) oxyjma «al drop 
wad wépos: 1.16 of rovrwv dlro. wal Kndlcavdpos.2 6.55 &Otorov 
évdule Sut te THY GAAnV Trovnplay, Kal SidTL TOY oVYyEvOV MOVvOS KTH. 
Conversely: 5.8 td MéXavos rod Aiyurriou cal trav éxelvou dirov.? 
Cf. 9.4 7.85. b) instances where a thought is expanded by being 
stated both positively and negatively: 3.68 ovxoty wera trav 
Ouyarépwy ort Sotvat nab Svabdcbat ra avrod: dvev 88 tav yunotwv 
Ouyarépwv ovy oldy te xTrX. 1.29 @ Kal avayxaiov ed rroveivy Hpas 
Kal aicxypov Huav apedjoar. 4.11 vuas yp mept avTar ws oldy Te 











Kat OvUK 








7See Rehdantz, Indices, pp. 16 f. 

® From 3 28 it appears that Cephisander himself had been one of these friends. 
Scho., p. 186. 

9%ubi non Melanis, sed Dicaeogenis amici intelligend: sunt, ex quibus unum fuisse 
Melanem ex 3 49 apparet. Lincke, p. 24. 
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axpiBéotata éferafav nai pndev eis doov dtvacbe mapanelre. 
8.15 10.10. c) epexegesis proper or where a thought is stated 
in a single word and then analysed or explained, e. g., 6.18 eddKxee 
evdalmawp elvat (mal yap otola...K. waides K. yur) K. TAN 
érrietxas evTriye). 8.32 tpépev Tos yovdas: yoveis 8 etal wntnp 
KTr. 2.8 Sotvat ydpiv tavrny atta, éxdodva GAX@ avTnv. ib. 13 
povny travtTny KaTtaduyynv—ro ékeivar troinoacOa KTrA. 3.45 
éyou dv Tus Webtdos mpopacicacba pos Umass: 4 yap Aabeiv ohas 
mpoomoinoait ay ovTos, KTr. 7.84,84 éeuod dé meipay etrAnder, 
Soxipactay ixavny NaBov. cis Te yap Tov watépa ... olos Av 
axpiBas 7e, TOY 7’ oixelwy érripeNTn Kal TapavTov mMpaTTeW émlioTa- 
pevov’ ev apy y TE, OecpmoOernoas, KTrA. 1.386-37 Kal yéver...Kal 
émutrndelws dtéxetro——el re yap 51a THY Tov yévous ayyioretav 
... Te Sua thy pirtav KtrA. 2.11 tpav ody BovrAopas Tov ETEpov 
moinoacbat, oTroTépm tuav Karas eye? Other types are: 2.24 
Tos pev GAXOS atracw avOperos Kal "EAAnot cal BapBdpos. 11.49 
a&travra yap Kal THv Tpinpn Kal avrov...ama@dece. 1b. 12 rots pos 
pntpos——ddergois cal adeAdais nal matol Trois TovT@Y KTrA. 8.35 
Kipwv yap éxéxtnto ovclay, & av., aypov wey... oixlas & év doer 
S00. 2.46 tod KAnpouv tod matp@ov, elite pelCwv éotiv obros elTe 
éXarrwv. 8.15 arr’ et Te pixpa eb Te peyddra Ovot, mavTayod... 
ouveOvouev. 1.47 dv apdordpas, & av., cal év te Sodvat cal ev T@ 
AaBeiv. 7.29 odd e undérepoy tovtwy tarnpye, unre &yOpa impos 
Tovrous pnte hirla mpos Huds. 3.72 ard’ obre éydvero ob’ Gott. . . 
éyyuTépw nuav ovde els + adeXhos peyv yap ovK Hy avTQ, KTH. 

Fiaura Etymo.toeica.—This figure, of less rhetorical than 
grammatical value, is regarded by some” as a species of allitera- 
tion. The alliterative element, in my opinion, is accidental 
rather than essential, since not infrequently it is either absent 
altogether or destroyed by intervening words.” ‘Two important 
laws, which in no way apply to alliteration, are imperative in 


10The common formulas, 6drepa... 7... 7 (1.22,88 8.74), Erepa, (ro%ro).. . 
H (etre) xrd. (8.58,24 7.88), oddérepov, obdev, duolws xrr. (12,2 4.8 7.25) are omitted ; 
also dv0, b wey... 6 5é type, ¢. g., 2.38 5,15,31,41,42 6.6,6,82 7.5,10,18 8.35. 

ile, g., G. Landgraf, de. fig. etym. ling. Latinae, Acta Seminarii philol. Erlan- 
gensis, 1881, II, p. 5. 

13¢,9., 1.8 2.2,17,26,89,42 8.25,60 5.25,41 6.21,89,46,50 7.41 8.85 10.22 11.34. 
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figura etymologica: 1) that the words should be congeneric 
(necessitudo etymologica); 2) that they should be grammatically 
coordinated (necessitudo grammatica). Figura etymologica, then, 
may be defined as the concurrence, not immediate necessarily," of 
two congeneric’ and grammatically codrdinated words, which 
form a single, though intensified, idea. Isaeus in common with 
all the orators, especially Aeschines and Demosthenes, employs 
this figure more or less freely in its customary sphere, technical 
expressions of the courts and of politics : 

I. Judicial—ayava aywvitecOat 2.43. ypapparelp ypaddvre 
5.25, cf. 9.12. ypadnv ypadets 8.41. x. yparrapmevos 11.31. 
SiaOnnas Servo 1.11,15,48. 8. d:arecOar 1.20. 5. as diGero 
1.8 10.22 F 1. Scaurntad amedinrnoay 12.12. Scartntrov Slatav 
éyovros 12.11. Silknv SucacacOar 3.9. 8. Sixdoavres ib. 12. 5. 
édixcdcato ib. 78. 8. xatadedixadcOas 4.9. rAHEWwW Naxeiv 3.2,57,60, 
62,67. r. éXayov ib. 57. AnEeas rave 6.46. AnEa, Hv Aayov 
3.43.  paprupiay paprupjca: 12.6. po. éxpaprupnodmevos 3.25. 
pe. paprupnOetocas 3.11,56. pw. mepaprupnudvoy ib. 17. pw. fv 
éwaptvpouy 11.25, cf. 9.10. paprus Svepapripnoe rarnOA 2.2,17. 
pe. TadnOH paptupodyras 8.5,13. pm. paptupnodvTwyv ib. 38. 
wngispatov & epndlcaro 6.50. 

Il. Political.—avaOnpara avéBecay 5.41,44. apyds dpyew 
7.39. etoghopav etonveyxey 7.40. €. etoevnvoxe 4.29. eiogopas 
etceveyxov 5.45. €. eloevnvdxacw, eiodpéper 6.60,60. earé- 
Onpa éréOnxa 2.36. DRevroupylas RAetroupyjoas 5.386. A. Rede- 
roupynxe 6.60 7.88 5.45. DAevroupylay éFeXeTrovpynoey 7.40. 
plcbwow nv picOwodpevos 11.34. vinas veviencev 6.60. roparny 
ouptréwryat 6.50. orpatetas éotpdrevyar 2.42 7.41. o. orpartevd- 
Hevos 10.25 9.15. orparelav éotpdrevtar 4.29. yopnylas éyopn- 
ynoav 5.41. yop@ xopnyav 7.40. Also: yovm yeydvace 3.59,61. 
dénow Sedpevos 9.84. Adyous Adyev 1.17 8.24. Adyov AevOjvar 
3.59. Adyp @ Adyet 2.26. otnlay gee 8.35. of. Hv @xet 6.21,39. 
molnow érroinOn 2.39. Ta wemrpayuéva tempayOa 5.7. axAnpov 


18Tn alliteration, the concurrence is regularly immediate and of two or more 
words, 

16 Kihner (Gr. Lat., II. 72.2. b) includes words of kindred meaning, e. g., 1.14 
2.28,81,88,40 4.5 8.17 11.6 12.9, cited on p. 18. 
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KAnpov 2.46. Cf. acbevav vooov 1.14. amrEiow Ady~ eirrety 4.5. 
Spxov @mocey 11.6 12.9. Spxous opdoas 2.40,88.  émipOovov 
mpayya tomy ib, 23. Swpedv Sodvar ib. 31. Aowrovs xaTareretp- 
wévous 8.177. 

A closer study of these examples” discloses a striking feature 
of this figure, namely, that the noun and verb are rarely found 
without a limiting adjective, pronoun, genitive, or equivalents. 
If the noun and verb occur unmodified, they are usually of dif- 
ferent signification (heterosema),'* otherwise there would be tau- 
tology. So in this list, excluding instances with the article or 
in conjunction with a relative clause, and those with equiva- 
lents, only two examples,” out of the total number (73), re- 
main unmodified. The rest have a limiting 1) adjective: 1.17 
2.36,46 3.59 4.29,29 5.36,41,45 6.60,60,60 7.38,40 9.15.34 
12.6; 2) adverb: 5.7; 3) pronoun: 1.11,15,20,48 2.43 3.9,25,59,78 
6.46 7.40,40 8.24; 4) genitive: 8.2,57,57,60,62,67 (KAnpov AHEcv), 
4.9 (Slenv tadavrov), 8.41 (ypadyy bBpews); 5) equivalents: 5.41 
(rovTwy paptupia ... avaOnuata ... mynpeia THs avTa@v aperns, 
avéBecav), 2.42 (otpatelas, doat xtr.). 3.17 (€v tH wporépa). 5.25 
(ért tov Sucacrnplov). ib. 45 (es tov wddrepov). Cf. 8.5,13 2.2,17 
(radnO maprupeiv), 12.12 (dtatrntal amediyrncav). 4.9 (Stenv 
kata dedix.); 6) with the article: 2.89 3.11,12,56 6.50,60* 7.39,41 
8.35,38 10.25 12.11; 7) in conjunction with a relative clause, e. g., 
1.3 (dsaOnwats, as dteBero), 2.26 3.48 5.44 6.21,39,50 10.22 
11.25,34. In these the force of the figure is considerably weak- 
ened; in 9.10 5.15,37, it 1s practically lost. 

It should be further noted: a) that cumulative instances were 
rare (6.60 7.40 4.29); b) that examples of cognate subjects were 
included (2.2,17,39 3.11,17,56,59 4.9 5.25 8.5,18,88 12.12 
Cf. 9.12). 


46 For incomplete statistics of all the Att. Orr., see E. R. Schulze, Comment. 
philol. in honorem Ribbeckit, Leipzig, 1888, pp. 153 ff. 

16 Cf. caBBarlonre 7d cdBBarov (make the Sabbath a real Sabbath), logion 2, 
Adbyea *Inoot from an Early Greek Papyrus, Grenfell and Hunt, London, 1897. On 
this narrower signification of the noun, see Lobeck, Paralipomena Gramm. Gr. 
pp. 501 f.; Kruger, Gr. Sprachlehre, 46.4.5,a.1. 


1711.31 ypadhy ypayduevos (kal éue ScaBddrXrwy) ; 3.61 boy yeybvaccy. 
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Ill. Fia@urgs oF PARALLELISM. 


These are the so-called Giorgianic Figures : PARISON, PAROMOION, 
ANTITHESIS, and PARONOMASIA.! They belong to the figures of 
language (oxynpata AéEews) and are distinctly rhetorical. In each 
case there is a parallelism: in parison, a parallelism of structure ; 
in paromoion, a parallelism of structure, enriched by the addi- 
tional element of sound; in antithesis, a parallelism of structure 
and sense; in paronomasia, a parallelism of sound and sense. Of 
the four, parison and paromoion are the most artificial, and lend 
an effect purely artistic;? antithesis and paronomasia, however, 
having been less dependent on Gorgias, possibly, for their intro- 
duction into literature * because of their natural popular character,‘ 
are less artificial, and should in each instance be strictly formal 
and betray rhetorical design. 

IIdpeoov or Ilaplowors . — Aristotle’s definition will suf- 
fice: maplowors & édv ica ra KoAa.5 An unimportant sub-species 
of parison is isocolon, which, prescribing a syllable-equality of 
cola,° may be relegated to the general storehouse of rhetorical 
figures, aptly styled ‘unnecessary refinements of terminology.’ 

How readily parison and paromoion combine,’ and how nat- 
urally parison occurs in antithetical cola,’ will appear from the 
examples. It will also be apparent that Isaeus seldom employs 
parison or paromoion with conscious art but more often accident, 
either due to an inflected language or the fact that any other 
order of words would have been unnatural, sometimes impossible, 
comes in to weaken, if not to vitiate, the effect of the apparent 
figure. To draw exactly the line between conscious art and 
accident, is difficult and apt to result in a subjective dogmatism. 
An endeavor has been made in the following examples to indicate 


1 For a thorough review of the evidence on which this classification is based, 
see Robertson, The Gorgianic Figures in early Greek Prose, Diss., J. H. U., 1891, 
pp. 8-7. ?Cf. Hormog. II 884f. * Robertson, pp. 8 f. 


* See Casanowicz, Paronomasia in the Old Testament, Diss., J. H. U., 1894, p. 5. 
6 Arist. I 194; cf. Hermog. II 832 f.; Gerb. II’ 144; Volk. 482. 


6 eldos 5¢ rob wapopotou 1d lobxwroy éray toas txy Ta KGa Tas cv\rdaBds. Demetr. 
ITI 267. Te. g., 1.15 2.26 4.10 5.44 7.28,44 8.29 10,1 11.86. 


8e.g., 1.15 2.25 4.11 5.21,89,44 7.29 10.16. 
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this line approximately. In several instances, Isaeus betrays a 
very evident disregard, if not a positive dislike, for these figures.® 
Of the two, he prefers parison, and this preference is probably due 
to his fondness of antithesis, ‘the home of parison’. The exam- 
ples follow: 5.21 rf pets aherovpefa vnjoartes |) Th obros 
eCnpimOn nrrnGels ; ib. 39 a eyo atoyvvopar réyelv | obros Sé troy 
oux yoyvvero. 1b. 44 xal avros pmév nElous xextioOar a oor ovdév 
mpoonce xphpata | tois dé Oeois ovx amédwxas a éxelvwv éylyvero 
ayddpata, 1.15 ovy Hiv éyxaday | adra Aelia Torcpav. 8.29 
dis exdoPeicav | dis éyyunOeicav. 9.32 od pdvov tas SiaOnxas réy- 
ovres | GAAA Kal ro yévos mpooriBdvres. 10.1 wad Adyew Sevvod | 
nal twapackevdcacOa: ixavol. ib. 16 pédrAovtes | dpeANOnoecOat 
pev wndév | SnprwPyoeaOar dé peydra. 11.36 Gre peév odv | obte zreph 
TovTwpy ovdev Sixarov rerolnxev | obre trept THY GAdXwY adnOes ovdev 
eipnnev. 7.28 wat €& Sv jeovoav | wat €& dv ndecav. 1b. 29 prjre 
éyOpa mpos tovtous | unre pirla mpos juas. ib. 44 ob7’ exelvo 
maida eiomerroinnas | AANA TOV oixov eEnpnuwKds || ovde TovT@ Av 
elotroinoas | GAN’ opolws av Kal rodrov éEepnuwoas || Kal éyOpas pecv 
ThmuKaUTNS Umrapxovons auvTois | diadrAayAs Se ovdemias mero’ 
Yorepov yevouerns. 2.25 Cavra Oeparedcew | kal tedevTHcavTa 
Odrxpew. 4.10 4 Trav XpnMdrav KAnpovosnoortt | 4 76 tratdioy doTdv 
rouaovTt, 1b. 11 obrw yap dv | of of vopoe Kateppovodrto | obre 
ra yevn UBplfero. So 4.12 8.1,46. An intentional extension of 
the thought for the sake of parallelism is seen in 1.29 6 | «at 
avaykaiov eb Trovety Has | Kal aloxpov nudv apedjoa. 4.11 buds 
xpi) Tept auTav ws oldv 7’ axpiBéotata eFeralev | cal under eis Sov 
SivacGe waparelrev. 10.9 ott’ av éBovreTo tTadra [dia}mrpa£tar | 
ove €Env Sotvar Ta Eavrov éerépw. Of. 11.48 76 ywplov arroddmevos 
| cal tpinjpyn mpidpevos | Kal tavTnv TAnpwodpevos. 9.4 paves | 
Tov tratépa Tov émov appworodvra | émé Se ov émidnpodvta. 7.17 
éxeivp ovn amrictovvtav | émé Te ovK ayvootvrwv. Also 5.35 17.23. 


4 







%e. g., paromoion is apparently avoided in: 11.88 Aafy ep ——-aérw. ib. 18 
Sedwxirwv——mweroinkbrwy. 1b. 84 elrdrw——)aBérw. 1b. YG tom peu (instead of 
penspolunr) ra:voluny. 1.1 aOopev nKopev. 1b. 84 4, otgas——dpecxotoas. 2.28 
Aa Bbpevos Bounbpevos. Cf. 6.28 (dcowro). 10.22 9.25 axes pépwr). 2.10 (Adyor). 
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Ilapdépotov or Ilapopolwars.—Paromoion (HOMOIOTELEU- 
TON) is structure-parallelism enriched by the additional element 
of sound-parallelism. Here Aristotle’s definition is too broad : 
qapopotwais 8 édv Guoa Ta écxyata éyy ExdTEepoy TO K@AOV. avayKn 
5é 4 ev apyy 7) él rereuras exew."° By thus defining paromoion 
as the similarity of words at the beginning or end of cola and 
adding: xal apy? pév adel Ta ovdpata, 4 Sé TedevT? TAS éeoydTas 
curAAaBas 4 Tod avrov ovduaros mroceas % TO avTo Svopa, Aristotle 
includes epanaphora (a——, a——-) under similarity at the be- 
ginning of cola (ofovoxdraprov") and under similarity at the end 
of cola not only homoioteleuton and homoioptoton (ras éoydras 
ovdAaBas 7) Tov abrov ovdpatos mrw@ces) but also antistrophe (7 76 
avTo dvouza). Unwilling to adopt this definition in its entirety, 
which would force one to regard antistrophe and epanaphora as 
Gorgianic figures,” I use the terms paromoion and homoioteleuton 
interchangeably, reckoning homoioptoton (identity of case) as a 
variety of homoioteleuton and polyptoton (change of case) as a 
variety of paronomasia (see p. 25). 

Few artistic or even intentional examples of paromoion occur 
in Isaeus. Even Or. 5, rich in other rhetorical ornament (see 
Tabular Summary, at end) yields but one highly rhetorical exam- 
ple, § 44* ypnwara——ayadrpara.® Orr. 7,8,and 11 can boast 
only of these: 7.28* 7x0ovcav——ybecav. ib. 39 els abrov pev 
Ta péTpia avarloxey oidpevos Setv, TA 8 ada TH dA TWeptToLeiv. 
Largely accidental are: 11.24 od pévoy dé rodro memolnkev, ddrAa 
kal 76 Tévrwy évavTiMratov Tpaypa et pnKev. 7.38 aboorovpevos— 
mwapackevaldmevos. 8.29 dis éxdobeioar, dis éyyunBeicav. 11.36 * 
merrolnnev——eipyxev, 1b. 38 dixacdc$w——mnpatdo Ow (avoided just 
before, Aayvérw——Aa Btw). 1b. 28 dédwxev-——zrerroinxev. Besides 
these, a few isolated instances: 2.25* Oepamrevceuv——Odrpew. 
4.10 * KAnpovopnoovri——rroinoovtt. 1.23 dpytocOjvar 





denOjvar. 
ib. 40 avayxdoete——rroinoete. 4.21 eEarrarioat——atroctepjoat. 


10 Arist. I 194; cf. Gerb. II? 149; Volk. 482. 


11 Little warrant exists for this term, ¢. g., omitted by Volk. (p. 482); see 
Robertson, p. 18, with references. 


2 Against this Blass (I 144) protests. 
18 Examples with an asterisk will be found under parison (above) cited in full. 
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The effect of the homoioteleuta in the following is seriously 
impaired by the chance-element, e. g., in some, any other order of 
words would have been unnatural: 7.17*,29*,44* 9.4* 10.1* 
1.15*. Cf. 11.48*. In others, a minor but not unimportant 
principle, correspondence of accent,“ is disregarded: 5.8 eioeXOdvres 
Aéyovres. 7.39 &yeev——wqereiv. 8.1 roAuaourv——éArrfwow. 
2.26 @ vuvi Adyet, nal ols rove. 4.24 paprupotoww—dapdic Bn77- 
govolv. 7.40 rrovetv——owlev. 9.82 Aéyovres——arpootiOéytes. Cf. 
10.8 avatcyuvrodow, & advdpes, akiovor. 2.5 dlroir——oixetor. 
ib. 10 Savra ynporpodyco | cal redXevtHjcavta Odrpo. abrov | Kad... 
moiuoo. ib. 28 mpa0jvart—arroornva. 4.18 adrXrayAva-—— 
peraypadjvat. 

Of homoioptoton: 8.26 @Oeiy x. éeBdrAXrew K. Kordvev cuVvOdr- 
rev. 3.54 5.16 7.35,42 8.40 11.20,35 12.2. 

"Avrl@ects or “Avri@erov.—By the Greek Rhetoricians 
antithesis is regularly defined as a contrast in words or thoughts 
or both.” But so inherent is the antithetical (w#ex——8¢) struc- 
ture in the Greek language that modern scholars! incline to 
restrict it to a formal opposition of both words and thoughts.” 
The difficulty in detecting rhetorical design, usually great, is 
lessened somewhat in an author fond of antithesis, where the 
presumption is in favor of conscious art. This is true of Isaeus 
only in part, for, while Demosthenic strength in argument, the 
‘home of antithesis,’ and occasionally an Isocratic straining after 
balanced symmetry of clauses are among his strong characteristics, 
in Orr. 3,4,6, and 12 formal antithesis is conspicuously absent. 
Among his best are those in the epilogue of Or. 5, §§ 39-47: 5.89 
& éyo atoxvvowar Aéyerv, obros dé trol@y ovK Hoxdvero (the distinct 
force of the infinitive and participle with atoydvoya: should be 
noted). 7b. 44 wal avrés pev nElous KexTioOa & cou ovdéy TpociKe 
xpnuata, Tois dé Beois ovn amrddwxas a éxelvwv éylyveto ayddpara 








14 8uouv rp rbévy (Tib. III 76). 


e.g., dvriderov pev obv éort 7d évarrlay rh» dvopaclay dua Kal rhv Sdvauev rots 
dvrixeruévos Exov, 7d Erepoy ToUrwy. Anax. I? 68; cf. Gerb. II? 18; Volk. 485. 


16 e, 9., Volk. 487. 


7Cf. Anax. 1b. cdd\Xcorov pev ody ey av rd Kar’ dudbrepa dyriBeroy, kal Kara Thy 
Sévauy Kal Karda Thy dvouaclay, 
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(with parison, paromoion, and paronomasia). 7b. 46 "OAvvO01 
pev Kal vnoimtat virép THaode THS YAS atroOvnoKovet paydpmevot ToIs 
moAeplos, ov dé, @ Aux., worltns av ovd eotpdtevoa. ib. 21 ri 
nuets @perovpeba vxnoavtes, H tl obTOS eCnpimOn HrrnOels; ib. 35 
ovr’ édeciy dore Sixarot ws KaK@s mpdtrovTa Kal Tevdpevov, ovt’ Ev 
qoveiy ws ayaOdyv te eipyacpevov. 10.16 méAXovres aherAnOjoec Oar 
pev pndév, CnpiwOnoec Oar 5é peyara. 1.15 ody npiv éyearav adrAa 
Acivig rrokenav. 2.15 earrALov hy Cavra eOew ... waddov 7) TE- 
evtnoavta UBpilev. ib. 10 Savra ynporpodynoo Kai TeXevTHTAVTA 
Garyro.; the same, slightly varied, in 2.25,37,45 (cf. §§ 86,42,43). 
7.17 éxelvm ovK amictovvrwy éwé Te ovK ayvootyTar. ib. 29.29 pyre 
éyOpa apos TovTous pre pirla mpos nwas. Also 9.10,19 8.44 7.23 
1.23,38,33,34,35,40,438. Cf. 9.25. A few instances of antithesis 
of words or of thoughts only are not without rhetorical effect: 
8.39 iva mr Soxotev obro. pev avnrwxévas Travta, éym Sé ovdé&. 1.11 
KaKa@s troteiy Has éBovANOn, Tos pyndéev avdrov Houcnadtas; 2.23 
évT@v yap avT@ traldwy éxelvm dvTt arabs. 10.1 domep B. ovroct 
divatat Yrevdn Adyey .. . oObTW Kayo TAANOH KTA. 7.15 avdTos pey 
ovdev ay ete mpaktar ... Suvnbeis, mov Se. . . ravra olov Te écopéevov 
moe. Also 1.1 3.45 4.11,24 9.85 12.10. 

Il apovoxpacla.—Paronomasia is preéminently a parallelism 
of sound,” irrespective of structure, 7. e., of the relative position 
of the words in the cola. With this parallelism of sound may be 
coupled dissimilarity or similarity of sense: if the former, the 
figure is highly rhetorical and finds a place among the Gorgianic 
figures; if the latter, it is merely repetition in its simplest form. 
This gives rise to the following distinction in terminology and 
double treatment : 

I. Gorgianic Paronomasia, where the words vary but slightly 
in form and have a different meaning.” A real play on words 

18 For other combinations, see notes 7 and 8, under parison. 

19 Vv, R. Koply@i, Schd., p. 292; Benseler, De Hiatu, etc., p. 186. 

%” Like Alliteration and Assonance (Rime), paronomasia is dependent on the 
physical side of language, and probably antedates literature in written form ; see 
Casanowicz, pp. 5f. 

21 With this definition the Greek Rhetoricians substantially agree, e. g., (axapov. 
ylverat) ray re rdv AnPbevrwy els rhy Sidvoray dvopdruv 7 pnudrwv Bpaxd perarorfoavres 


érépay xuvtowpev Evvoray, Alex. III 36; cf. Gerb. IT! 159; Volk. 479; Straub, p. 
186; Casanowicz, p. 2. 
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exists and is most effective when consisting in a minimum 
of dissimilarity of sound and a maximum of dissimilarity of 
sense. Its various forms may be included under two heads: 
a) words of different roots (Parechesis™) : 5.384 uh wdvov TA ovdpatra 
avrav éywmev GANA Kal TA yYpnpata. ib. 44 adros pév nElous 
KexTncOar...xpymarta, Tos dé Oeois ovx amédwxas ... ayanr- 
pata. 6.15 ov« eis tTHv avaxpiow pévoy Sei tropifecOar Ovdmata, 
ara TH adrnOela yeyovdta amodgaiverOa. Cf. 2.40 oudoas 
SpKOvS Tandy vov Hee TA GmoroynOévta Kal Opobédvra rapa- 
Bas. 1.6 cax@s troteiv cakas twabeiv. b) words having 
the same root, rarely” remaining unchanged, usually with changes 
and additions : 

1. Of the preposition: added in 2.8 édciro oty nuay Sotvar 
Xap tavrny avr, éxSodvat GdA@ avTny (his wife). 8.33 yévos 
yap GAXr' odyl cuyyéveta Ttovr’ éoriv; more often changed, émedt- 
Sa@pi——é « Smt, 1.389 2.3 3.8,49,51 8.8,8 10.25. 2.9 éx diSopmev 
amodtiwow. 5.84 arowndicacbar—xarteWndicato. 8.33 
 wev (Ouydrnp) yap é€& éxelvou yéyover, o dé (adeAgos) wer’ éxeivov. 
ib. 30,80 of wer’ éxelvou divres 7 ot €E exelvou yeyovdres ot 
pev...acuyyevets, of & Exyovot. 6.48 tTocatta pev tolvuv 
xpyhmata é« THS oixlas éx hopnoavtres——mpocddous .. . da dop- 
noavres. T.1 et tis rerevtnocey pérArwv Siero, ci te wabot, THY 
ovclav érépm, kal Tadt’ év ypdpyact xatéero. Cf. Kata Tovs 
yd ous mapa tT. vogouvs 11.6, etc. 

2. Of other prefixes: added in 5.18,15 paprupnoas S€é tadTa 
édhw yrevdopaprupiav ; changed in 7.9 é& evmopou te arropwrépm. 
1.2 ov« ayvoobyres, & av., TO Sixatov, AAAA TroAAHY Eepynmiay Huav 














Katayvovres. 11.388 e 2. dtropa ta wpadypata KatadrevTos av’tos 
edrropos wv. 2.43 viro pév ev hpovodvTos . . . Uird be 7a pa Ppovodvros. 
5.43 ovte eaTeCevyotpégdnkas, émel ovdé Cedyos éxtnow opixdv 
ovderr@mrote. Cf. 3.63 pndéev yévet mpoonxovra——_rata yévos 
apoonxovoav. 8.20 yapmous éotiay Kal yapndrlav eiceveyxeiv. 


#3 If the term parechesis (cf. modern pun) must be retained, the distinction is : 
in paronomasia there is identity of root, in parechesis, difference of root. See Casa- 
nowicz, p. 8, . 8; cf. Blass. II 176. 


28 No example of a play on the same word unchanged was found. 


The Tropes and Figures of Isaeus. 25 


2.46 dkAnpov ev eve trovety TOU KAXHpOV. ib. 23 dvTwY yap a’T@ 
mwatdwv éxelve dvr_adtatdt. ib. 26 rorav Kvptov——axupov 
mounoat. 5.254 méev avrois cupdéper...xvpea dacw elva, 
ei cal py yéyparrtar, 2S ob cupmdépet, ov Kvpta, et wy yéypaT- 
rau. Cf. 2.5. 

8. Change of case (polyptoton): 6.28 oddels oddevl.. .ovde- 
pwlav. 3.68 ovte Sodvar ovdevi ovdév. 5.39 ottw cal rocaira 
NeXecroupynxe A. aro TocovTw@Y yxpnwatwy (with irony). 9.1 
éaut@—éavrov 11.5. 

4. Change of voice, mood, tense, etc.: 5.11 adexovmevds tt 

~adtKav bruxtr. 1b. 21 adrroddvra amoSodvat. 3.79 
yaunrlav...eioeveyxeiy kat eicayayetv ... Ovyarépa. Cf. 
6.21. 

2. Repetitive Paronomasia. Paronomasia (in the wider sense), 
in which there is a rhetorical™ repetition of the same word in 
the same sense,” I have ventured to term repetitive paronomasia, 
€. g.,'7.44 ot7’ exelvm maida eto TWeTOLNK@S AAXA Tov olxov EEN pP7- 
M@OKOS, ovde TOUT@ av ElLaoToLnaas AAN opolws av Kal TovTOV 
éEepnuoaoas. 8.12 etpeOjval mm trav Enrovpévar 
Cnreite evpeiv. 6.47 vd0@m pnde voby. 11.25 (repetition of 
add in a lively tilt with the opponent). 2.35,38 épy@ xal od 
Adyw (echoes of cal Adyw Kal Epyw (2) in § 82). 7.80 radra 
TavuT éyvaxe. 8.14 peuaprupyxace rolvuy 
(2). 2.1 évroundn mounOnvat. ib. 22 ov dv rotnaodpevos 
dAXov oixedrepov emovd Tounaatt’ av. 3.7 rdTe tore, 5.24 
aTOTTAS adecoravat, ib. 25 éyyunodpmevos 
éyyunoacGat. 2.28 avoupmdvors py dvetcOar. 8.28 ére- 
SelEere——émuderxvus; ib. 4 wpoc doy et e——mpoa dyer». 

Alliteration.* —The simplest and probably the oldest” form of 











ylyv@oKovgly 














4% On unrhetorical and careless repetition, see p. 5, 7. 4. 

25 This form of repetition is not treated in Greek Rhetoric; cf. Cornificius (rv. 
14, 20), s. v. traductio, quoted in Robertson, p. 26. 

26 A modern term, probably first used by Pontanus, an Italian humanist of the 
xv. century (see Volk., 515, n. 2), but the figure is noted in Charisius (Keil I 282) 
s.v. Parhomoeon. Of. Hermog. (II 251) under Parechesis ; on the effect of the 
respective consonants, see Dionys., de comp. verborum, 3 11. 


37 See Casanowicz, pp. 8 ff. 
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paronomasia is alliteration, or the recurrence* of the same initial 
letter(s) in succeeding words. Regularly the succession is imme- 
diate.” If the words are not alliterative but contain or end in ™ 
similar sounds, the figure is assonance. This poetic element 
Isaeus rarely introduces into his prose. Even the following, 
from which have been excluded purely accidental examples, aris- 
ing from the article and inflection, are largely unintentional : 

a) of alliteration, 3.59 yév@ yeydvacs yunovn. ib. 2 tpla tadavTa 
tiunpa. 8.33 wapmrrodu mpdtepot. 10.18 mas rote TroAvy. 2.21 otras 
ores. 3.63 undaudbev unddr. 9.24 rrpoones TwAaY TO TPAypLa Kal 
Tovs ovdey mpoonKovras melOwv. 3.68 Sobvar ovdevi ovddv. 7.48 
BovrAopar dia Bpaydwv duas dropvnoas. Also: 1.17 BovrAopar 
Bpayéa. 10.9 éautod érépp. 1b. 15 dixalws Soxadow. 1.12 Brdrrecv 
BovAcpevos. 7.80,42. 1.48. In figura etymologica, the following: 
(A) 3.59,67 5.386,45 7.388 1.17 (also cited below); (vy) 3.61 11.31 
3.59 (also cited above); (6) 1.15 2.381 9.384; (¢) 10.25; (x) 7.40; 
(v) 6.60; (ec) 6.60. 

b) of assonance : 2.18" én we yphvatynmar. 3.4%! waprupjoat 
éyyujoat. ib. 31 ern dn (wy Oe). 8.84 TOY TaTpdwr, TaY 
ranrnrgov. 7.34 capas eidas. Cf. 2.27 éyo éyw. 11.12 & eyo. 
6.56 adrepov dixatdrepov. 

c) of both combined : 4.27 réAXa wravra Trovodet Ta TpocraTTomEVa. 
9.4 mpoorrotovpevos Tradas Vids ElorretTrounaOaL ov mpovOeTo 1.17 Tovs 
GX Xous Adyous Aéyev. Cf. 5.46 wirép rade THS yi. 

ANAPHORA (ab, a/b’) and Cutasmus (ab, b’a’).* —Of anaphora, 
in the wider sense,® there are two distinct kinds.“ One is a 


38 Thus alliteration is also a form of repetition, under which it might properly 
be treated. 9 Cf, Fig. Etym., p. 16. 

30 For examples of Homoioptoton, see under Paromoion, p, 22. 

31 Cited by Rehdantz, Indices, 8. vv. 

82 By these symbols is meant that a’b’ or b’a’ need not be verbal repetitions 
of ab or ba but that the relative succession of words is the same (anaphora) or re- 
versed (chiasmus). 

33 Cf. Nagelsbach (Lat. Stylistik, Nurnberg, 1888, pp. 689 ff.): die einfache 
Anaphora——nicht blos die bekannte Wiederholung desselben Wortes am Anfang 
mehrerer Satze, sondern hier vornehmlich die Wiederkehr derselben Wortfolge entweder 
in dem nimlichen Satze oder in verschiedenen. 

% See p. 6, n. 12. 
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mere verbal repetition, epanaphora, and belongs to rhetoric; the 
other is a parallelism in clausal structure, anaphora, and belongs 
rather to style. The former has already been treated under fig- 
ures of repetition (p. 6), the latter with its closely related opposite 
(chiasmus) may receive brief mention in concluding the figures 
of parallelism. In chiasmus® the confusion lies between it and 
anastrophe, but the relation these sustain to each other is similar 
to that of anaphora and epanaphora, thus: 

chiasmus (ab,b’a’) : anastrophe (-b,b—) : : anaphora (ab,a’b’) : epanaphora (a-, 4-). 

Effect—The satisfaction that the hearer takes in the symmet- 
rical balance of anaphora is compared by Moy (p. 105) to the 
listener’s enjoyment of certain musical phrases, where the pleasure 
of the ear is enhanced by the return of a motif, for which it has 
been prepared by a preceding and for which it has been ‘waiting 
with eagerness. 

Yet the symmetry of Isaeus is logical rather than musical, 
and the reader’s mind is kept intent on the thought rather than 
the form. Thus it is that few instances either of anaphora or 
chiasmus were found formally perfect, while imperfect, or what 
may be called anaphoric and chiastic arrangements were not 
infrequent. The highest rhetorical effect is gained when the 
two are combined, either interwoven, or more commonly one 
(regularly anaphora) following the other. The best illustration 
of this last and perhaps the most characteristic of Isaeus is 3.75, 
where one chiastic and two anaphoric clauses are not only com- 
bined but combined in chiastic relation to one another, thus 


(omitting unessential words) : 
éx pev Tob | Ovyardpa eloayayeiy K Kal wh worfoacbat ddedpdr, 
sa ATE Rin asi aaa Se 


Be ee ee 
éx 5¢ rob | rotrov pev wovhoacPar—rip Se wh eloayayety, 
—— 


a a 
Thy pev Exdnpov xaréornoe——* roy Se erAnpovduov xarérure. 
.So 3.68 édy . . . xataXitry appevas X av Se Onrelas Katadlry... 
peta taV Ouyardépwv ~xrr Sodvar nal diabdcOar ta avrotd — dvev Se 


% Slight and imperfect mention of chiasmus is found in Greek Rhetoric; cf. 
Hermog. II 242 f.; Alex. III 40, under rpoovvardyrnots; Gerb, II! 221 f.; Volk. 
488 ; Nagelsbach, 640; especially, Steele, Chiasmus in Sallust, etc., Diss., J. H. U., 
1890, Introd. 56 x and == indicate chiasmus and anaphora respectively. 
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TaV ynolwv Ovyarépwr ody oldv Te obre Trotnoacbar ove Sobvat ovdevt 
ovdey tev éavrov. Anaphora follows chiasmus also in 1.4,20 
6.60,60; in 7.48 and 9.1 chiasmus follows anaphora. 

Simple anaphora occurs in: 5.21 rf speis dperovpeOa wWKN- 
caves, tl obros éfnpidOn nrrnOeis ; 1.9 Oeios dv opdhavors dvras. 
5.47 trepidav ... olrnow, xatadpovnoas ... ateder@v. 11.48 To 
xopiov atroddémevos Kal rpinpn mptdpevos Kal tavTnv wWANpwWodpevos. 
10.1? Kat Adyew Sevvol Kal wapacKxevdcacOa ixavol, Also: 7.16,40 
1.7,25,39,40,40,45 4.12.29 5.4,25 6.2,2 8.20,46 10.1! 11.9,10,47. 
Less perfect: 1.5,48 2.10,29 4.1 6.48,65 7.82,44 8.13. Largely 
accidental: 1.49 2.18,45 4.11,380 5.5,42 6.5,52 9.12. Cf. 1.28, 
33,37,42 9.36. 

Of chiasmus, the followfng: 5.14 ddels yap tos pdprupas Kat 
nas Tpodots. 1.2 ovK ayvoodvres, & adv., Td Sleatov, ANAA TOAAHY 
épnulav nmav Katayvovres. 16.3 ody jmiv éyxar@v arAN opyiobels Tav 
oixelwy Twi. 10.25 (double) xéopiov 8 euavrov mapéyov Kal Tromp 
Ta TpootaTTéueva Kal Tas otpatelas otparevduevos. 6.60 (double) 
Nopnyel pev tpaypoois, eis 5é Tovs Tpiaxocious éyyéypamrrar Kal 
etodépea tas eiogopas. 5.41 macas pev yopnylas éyopnynoev, eton- 
veycav O€...xpnmata moAAd. Also: 1.10” 2.15 5.8,30,380,36 6.3 
7.41 8.42 10.9. Less perfect: 2.14 5.4,24,27 6.2,20,29 8.8!,16,18 
11.84. The following are incomplete (chiastic): 2.28... XaBe- 
mevos Kal BovrAcpevos... 3.79... eloeveyxeiv cal eloayayely ... 
8.44... Angels cal waBov... ib. 17... toaow 
10.22 ... wept rev éavrod, wepi pévrot TOV aAXOTplov ... 7.386... 
meTrolnka: yeyumvaciapynka ... 8.3 amootepav... émadyov. ib. 
88 amernpévar... atrodaBeiv. 8.87 éxdidwor... éridldwor. 9.24 
morov ... meOwv. Of. 1.44 2.26,44 5.7. 


” 
toaoglt... 





IV. Fraures oF Dramatic Vivactirty.! 


Under this head are included figures which lend a vivacious 
and dramatic effect to style, namely: PROSOPOPOEIA, APOSTROPHE, 
HYPOPHORA, PROLEPSIS, RHETORICAL QUESTION (and ANSWER), 
ASYNDETON, POLYSYNDETON, HYPERBATON, HYPOSTROPHE, and OATHS. 


37 taking olkelwy with érirpowov (Scho., p. 182). 
1 Or the ‘enlivening ’ (belebende) figures, so-called. 
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II pocwromorla.—lIn prosopopoeia an absent character is 
introduced as if present? and an imaginary conversation follows. 
As generally accepted by the ancient rhetoricians, it included all 
forms of personification.* Sustaining such a vital relation to 
nOorrotia,* accounts, perhaps, for only two Isaean instances: 6.53 
mas av tepspavérrepoy eEedeyxGeln Ta Yrevdr pemaptupnKxas 7) ef 
Tis avrov Eporto- ,, Avdpdxres, 1as ola8a ctr. 8.24 Kaérot et ar) 
OuyarpiSods Kipwvos, ovx av tadra diwporoyeiro, adr’ éxelvous adv 
Tous Adyous @revye ,, ov 5€ th el; coi Sé ri mpoonKxer Odrrrav; ov 
YlyVOoKw oe ov pn eloet eis THY OlKiav.” 

’"Amroatrpod7.—Apostrophe is here used in its narrow, tech- 
nical sense, as the act of turning from the judges to address the 
adversary.’ 

It is not a habit® with Isaeus, though his agonistic’ style of 
argumentation naturally lent itself to apostrophe and direct inter- 
rogation. Barring 6.25—26 and the instances in Or. 3, its effect 
is passionate, aggressive, and ironical, unfailing characteristics of 
this figure. Of sudden, sharp turns, 6.54 is an instance: the 
prosopopoeia in § 53 being followed after a short explanatory 
remark to the judges by the abrupt od & ov wrapayevdpevos Siap- 
pnonv wewaptupnxas «TX. More characteristic, as well as power- 
ful, is the long apostrophic arraignment of Dicaeogenes, with 
which Or. 5 ends (§§ 48-47) e. g., (§ 48) Tov uev TovTou oixov ov, d 


2 epocwrorola éort wapaybpevov mpbowmov Td obx els Td SixagThpiov wapby, drodnuav F 
reOveds xT. Aps. I 886; cf. rpoowrov didwdaors } undéwrore yevouévou, A yevouérou pév, 
otxérs 5@ voy Svros. Anon. III 177; Zon. III 162. 


Se. 9., h Tots aybxos epbowmnov xpooTieica Kal Néyous avrots dpuodlous rpoodwrrovea. 
Anon. IIT 212. 


* Cf. Cornif. IV. 58.66 cum, aliqua, quae non adest, persona confingitur, quasi 
adsit, aut cum res muta aut informis fit eloguens et forma ei et oratio attribuitur ad 
dignitatem accommodata aut actio quaedam. On whole subject, see Devries, 


Ethopotta: A Rthet. Study of the Types of Character in the Orations of Lysias, 
Diss., J. H. U., 1892. 


5 dwoorpoph 5é dori Erav dwd Tdv dxacrav wpds Tov dvrldixov dwroorpédy roy Néyov. 
Tib. III 61; cf. Aq. Rom. H. (p. 25); Gerb. 1I? 61; Volk. 500. 

® Occurring in Orr. 8,6,6,9, and 11, only. 

7 On Isaeus’s skill in the ‘art of grappling’ (rd évaywmov), see Jebb II 805; 
cf. Moy, pp. 108 ff. 
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Ack., TaparxaBov karas Kal aioypas Siod@dexas, cal éEapyupicape- 
vos teviav odupy, oi avaddaas ; Tr... . (§ 45) dua rh ody abiooes 
gov Tous ducaotas atrovndicacba, & Acc. ; introducing hypophora, 
which closes with the stinging od 64, & Au., rorérns dv ovd 
éotparevoat (§ 46); finally the abrupt 7s cor oddév péreotw, @ 
A:xaudyeves, at the very end of the oration (§ 47), where a final 
appeal to the judges is naturally expected. With this instance 
should be compared another, equally characteristic of Isaeus and 
best illustrating the dramatic effect of this figure, 11.4-5: having 
previously addressed his opponent with the sharp command: ov & 
avaBnOs Sedpo, erred Sevds ef SuaBadrrav cal tors vdpous dStaotpé- 
dewv (§ 4), the speaker suddenly interrupts the reading of the law 
with the curt éwréoyes to the clerk, and then turns upon his adver- 
sary with the lively épwrncw od. aderdds eo 6 trais ‘Ayviov i 
adergidods €& aderpod 4 «tr. (§ 5). At 9.23 a witness, the speak- 
er’s Own uncle, receives somewhat similar treatment: «a(rot, 
‘lepdxAeus, ToAAd Kayaba mabav bd Beodpdorov tod matpos tov 
éuov, OTe yelpov érpartes H vuvi, kal vd ’Aorudtrou, ovderép avToiv 
tiv afiav ydpw amodiéws. The remaining instances are mere 
combinations of apostrophe and question in argumentative form. 
With one exception they occur in Or. 8: §§ 40-41; §§ 45-46; 
§§ 48-49; §§ 69-71. 6.25-26. 

‘Taogopa or Sussectio—Hypophora is an objection raised 
by the speaker himself, for the sake of immediate refutation. In 
its complete form, it is resolvable into a) mpéracis (=1) érrayyedla 
THS vrogdopas), usually dyjcetev (elrrot) av tis, or simply addAd; b) 
urogopa (=the opponent’s objection); c) avrimpdracis (—1) Ths 
MUoews errayyedia) ; d) avOurropopa or Avows (=the speaker’s refu- 
tation).® A solitary example of its full form occurs at 10.18-19, 

8 This abrupt ending is defended by Blass (II 546) on the ground of its being 
Isaean. Scheibe (praef. xxVIII) remarks: videtur deesse epilogus ; but cf. the endings 
of Orr. 3,8, and 10. The same independence and originality manifest themselves 
in his treatment of the proem : of the nine orations having proems, five (Orr. 1,2,5,6,7) 
open with péy solitarium (see n. 87, below) and Address; in the proems of Orr. 8,4,8, 


and 10, the ethos naturally expected is lacking, e. g., the abrupt dvdpes dixacral of 
8.1; of the rest, the proem is wanting in Orr. 11 and 12; omitted in Or. 9. 
®Hermog. II 207; cf. Tib. III 77 (0. ¢. Srav wh etfs rpoBalyy 6 Adyos, ANN’ drobels 
Tt Ws wapd TOO dyridlkou ) Ws éx TOU epdyparos dwoxplyyra: xpds abrév, wowep Sto dyri- 
Aeybueva wpbowwa pspotuevos); Gerb. II? 54; Volk. 498; Rehdantz, Indices, 8. v, 


The Tropes and Figures of Isaeus. 31 


where the speaker removes a possible objection on the part of the 
judges; (protasis) tows ody dv tis, @ dv., Tov ypdvov tpuav Oavpdcete, 
(hypophora) mas rote mrodvv obTws eidoaperv . . . (antiprotasis) éy@ 
5é olwar ev ov Sixarov eivar ... (anthypophora) o yap warhp KTH. 
More commonly the protasis or antiprotasis or both are omitted 
and in Isaeus this shorter form gains additional liveliness,” since 
the opponent’s objection (imrogopa) is regularly put in the form 
of an ironical question, the answer to which constitutes the speak- 
er’s own refutation (avOurrodopa). Besides this, the whole hypo- 
phoric period is, with few exceptions, introduced by a question 
for amplification." A typical instance is 5.45-46: dia ri otv 
aEvwwoes cou Tovs ducacras atroyrndicacbat, @ Atx.; wdrepoy Ste TroA- 
Aas ANecToupylas AEXELTOUPYNKAS TH TOAEL... 37) WS TPLNPAPYaV TOAAA 
Kaka TOUS TrodEmlous Eipydow ...; GAN’ ovddy cot TOUTWY TéTpaKTat. 
aXN’ ws otpati@rns ayabos; aAXr’ ovK éoTpatevoa KTrA. Double 
hypophora occurs also at 2.21 7ddws & av pot Sox@ tovtov rv0dcba 
Tov ddoKovros ev dpoveiv, tiva trotncacbar éyphny avrov TaV ovy- 
yevav ; méTepa TOY voy TOV TOUTOV; GAN ovK av aiT@ edwKev . . . 
GANA TOV THS AdeAPAS . . .3 GAARA THY apyry ovK éyevero avT@ ovdels 
TovTwy Tav cuyyevov. 11.25 dia Ti dy petadmcety @morAdyour .. .; 
morepa © ove Hv pot Naxely, eb pn Teloatpe TOUTOUS 5 ANN’ O VdmoS TO 
BovrAopéeve didwor tiv éEovoclav, wate TodTO ovK HY avTois ettrety 
GXr’... papruplay ...; aAAa KaTa yévos HudisByTovy, ov KaTa 
ddow, dor ovdey Ge paptipwv. 3.72—73 Tivos yap &vexa ...; 
morepov Stt ...3 GAN ovte éydvero ovT EoTL..... ovdé els, KTV. 
Single hypophora at 7.33. Without introductory question . 3.24 
tows yap jv vy Ala wapepyov Kal davrAov, xrr., with the refutation 
oddly introduced by question for amplification xal was; @oTe 
[v. R.ols Bl.] err. 4.24 Cf ib. 20. Very like hypophora is 5.43 
Tol AvaAwaoaSs ; OUTE yap ELS THY TrdALY KTH. 

IIpoxardvAnwes or ProwuEpsis.—Closely related to hypo- 


10 The quasi-dialogue effect of this figure, a one-sided affair, since the speaker 
represents both sides, is very prominent and often referred to, e. g., in Tib.’s defini- 
tion above (worep do xrd.). Indeed, the rhetorical effect lies not so much in the 
interrogative as in the dialectic character of the hypophoric period. Cf. Blass 
I 4165 (einlebhaftes dialogische Element); Harry, p. 84. 


11 See Rhetorical Question, p. 83. 
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phora, but not to be confounded with it, is prolepsis.2 The 
distinction seems to be: in hypophora, objections largely hypo- 
thetical * and sometimes absurd, as appears from the irony usually 
present, are raised and removed; in prolepsis, a real argument is 
seriously * anticipated and overthrown. Such a distinction justi- 
fies the citation here of 5.46 (GAX’ tows 61a Tovs rpoydvous afiaaers 
sou wAdov éyew, xT.) Which immediately follows the hypophora 
in 5.45—46, and forms an integral part of the whole hypophoric 
period. At 11.5, prolepsis, in the unusual form of a threat, gives 
an unexpected turn to the apostrophe: «al d7rws jr) éxeivo épeis, 
Sri €wos GdeAgidovs. Other examples are: 5.3 tows 5é én’ éxeivov 
Tpéretar Tov Adyov, KTA. ib. 28 arepi Sé émrioKeuns . . . Kal Tpdrepov 
elpnxe Atk. xal viv tows épel, @S opodoynoavtes KT. (transitional). 
3.45 qept mev ody rhs émidixacias éyou av Tis wreddos mrpodpacicac bar 
mpos was: h yap AaGeiv ohas mpocroincait av obros, 4} Kal yrevdeo- 
Oat ainigr’ av jyas. TovTo péev ovv Trapopev. 9.10 tows tolvuy 
Kréwv ovrool dnow—éyo © oipat ctr. Cf. 11.88-34 10.9-10 
3.66-67. 

RHETORICAL QuxEsTIoN.—A rhetorical question © is a question 
asked for effect and not for information. Therefore it expects 
and requires no answer. Its effect lies in the fact that, when 
employed, the matter in hand is most self-evident and least re- 
quires a question, or, when put as a question, least requires an 
answer. 

Classification As many objections have been made against 
the classification of Tiberius,” for instance, that attention (poooy7) 


12 Rhetorical prolepsis (an anticipation in argument) is quite distinct from its 
later grammatical extension (an anticipation in construction) ; for definition, see 
Tib. III 16; cf. Gerb. I 678 f.; I1?98; Volk. 189, 279. 

18 Instead of the elo. dv ris of hypophora, there is the tows (dvrldicos) épet (5.28) 
of prolepsis; cf. 5.3,46 9.10, above. 

14 The absence of rhetorical question in prolepsis should be noted. 

15 No satisfactory definition nor adequate treatment of rhet. question was found 
in the Greek Rhetoricians, see n. 17. 

16 This does not preclude the speaker from answering a rhet. question rhetori- 
cally, see Rhetorical Answer. 

7d muopariudy oxfjpa Epya pev Exe réscapa, xpocoxhy, cadihvear, evdpyeap, 
treyxov. Tib. ITI 64; cf. Rehdantz, Indices, s, v. Frage; Gerb. II? 61; Volk. 491. 
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is the object of all rhetorical questions, so against the classi- 
fication which follows it may be urged, with some justice, that 
most rhetorical questions are mere assertions put in rhetorical 
form and, therefore, to assert that mas otv av tis maperrepe 
émdetCeve ; (8.28) is merely the rhetorical equivalent of ov ody dv 
Tu cadéotepov émidetEece, is to say that the former is a rhetorical 
question.” Upon closer examination, however, one particular 
element (appeal, etc.) usually becomes so prominent that ‘some 
classification indicating this seems necessary. The following is 
based on the content of each question and at the same time bears 
a striking correspondence to Tiberius’s much abused classifica- 
tion, based on the speaker’s object : 
Compare Tiberius’s 
1. Questions for Amplification, mpocox Hy (attention) 


including AvaXextiKxdy cadnvetav (clearness) 
2. Questions of Appeal éNeyyX ov (conviction) 
3. Questions of Assertion évapyevav (vividness) 


1. QUESTIONS FOR AMPLIFICATION or per suggestionem™.— 
Not infrequently a speaker interrupts the even flow of his dis- 
course by putting to himself” a question (Selbstfrage), the unmis- 
takable object of which is to arouse the judges’ attention (eis 
mpocoxnv), at the same time to give them a hint of what will 
follow ( per suggestionem) but especially to afford the orator himself 
an opportunity to volunteer an elaborate reply* of his own 
(amplification). Such a question, then, may be variously styled : 
ES TMpocoxHy, per suggestionem, suggestive, Selbstfrage, or, more 
broadly, one for Amplification. 


18 In Latin this is clearly indicated by their accusative and infinitive construc- 
tion in oratio obliqua, e. g., an quicquam superbius est? becomes in o. 0., an quic- 
quam superbius esse? (Livy, Bk. I, ch. 50). 

19 The development of such questions is nicely illustrated in 9.12, where the 
second apodosis of a double conditional sentence is unexpectedly put in interrogative 
form: el uev...,elkds#v...el5é..., ws elxds ore .. 

20 Or per subiectionem, see Q. IX. 2.15. 

Cf. épwrd ris éauréy, twa roy Abyov ebxpivy rorhoy:’ Tlvos ody Evexa ravra 
Aéyw ; (Anon. ITI 121). 

22 Such answers are not to be confused with rhetorical answers (p. 89). 


° 
°?3 
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It is here that Isaeus displays the highest art, best illustrated 
perhaps in the epilogue of Or. 5, where the speaker’s sudden 
eruption of feeling against his adversary assumes the form of a 
challenge :* § 48 rov uév tovTov olkov av, & Ark., tapadraBov 
Kaxas Kal aicypas Sior@dexas, xal eEapyuprodpevos areviav odvpy 
wot avarwaas; followed by a 3-fold negative answer (not 
rhetorical). Highly rhetorical are: 5.13 ézredy dé Arc., & av., 
ovxert Duas Suvarat eEatrarav, mrelOer Mevegevor..., TiTolnoal; 
Kopsodpevov avrov pépos KTA. 6.86 cal ri wWoLodatv; amoypa- 
govot xTA. 11.44% 8 eu (ovola) roan TLS; ywploy év Oivdn. .. 
kad oikla év Gores eTX. 7.43 Ipovdarns Sé ré irrép tis apdiaByrov- 
ons (a&tot) ; éyew wev eTr. ib. 24 rh yap Hrrov avt@ THs cvyyevelas 
TAVTNS TpoonKev; ov yap Kata Tov tratépa GANA KTA. 11.11 To 
52 yvadoecbe 1000", Sti. ..3 adtas 6 vdpos SnAdoe. ['7.381]%. Some- 
times the questions are exceedingly brief, mere quid nunc’s: 3.24 
kai was; 8.30 mas ydp; 6.68 ri aru; 3.82 ros &exa; (with the 
answer in the form of an ironical question). Transitional, in three 
instances: 8.9 was ay tis SelEee yeyevnuéva havepas; eyo Snrav 
éEevpov. 9.22 xai ri det rovrov Adyew; aN ‘TepoxAHs wtrA. (* Why 
Cleon alone to be censured?’) 11.11 (cited above). 

Introducing hypophora. —Isaeus regularly® introduces hypo- 
phora with a question for amplification™; 5.45 da r/ ov afww- 
oes ...3 Wérepov Stu KTrA. 3.72 tlvos yap &vexa ...3; Torepov Ste 
KkTr. 11.25 da rh. ..3 werepa KTA. 7.33 ri BéATiov av Errpaker ...; 
h vn Ala tradlov érroinoato .. . 3 2.21 riva rromnoacBar éxyphv . . .; 
morepa KTA. 11.32 tf ody éort tadra, Kai tl Scopopar; (introduc- 
ing Prolepsis, see p. 31). 

AtaXextixdy.™—Here the questions for amplification with 
their answers form a syllogistic series, thereby gaining the addi- 





33 cf. 8.8-10, where the author challenges the truth of his opponent’s testimony 
(that his sister was the lawful wife of Pyrrhus) in a series of non-rhetorical questions. 

% Following Scheibe’s better reading, I omit this very doubtful example ; 
Schoemann reads da rl; wpoopOyrc xr. ; Buermann, rl xpoopdSvre ; 

35 Except 8.24 (though here the anthypophora is so introduced, xa? wés ;) and 4.24. 

% These questions are manifestly of the same type as the foregoing, although 
quite distinct from questions in hypophora, see p. 88. 


375. 2. Srav uh awrOs dretly Tov Abyor, AAAG wpds webow Kal dwébxpioty cudNroylinras & 
Botrerar. Tib. III 67; cf. Gerb. II? 65; Volk. 492 f. 
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tional element of clearness. Or. 8 yields three remarkable ex- 
amples: § 141'7°% rivas eixds etddvar Ta Twradad; SHrov Ste Tovs 
Xpwpevous TH Tarr. me“aptupyKact Toivuy axonv obra. tivas 
eidévas Ta Trept THY Exdoow ...; TOS éyyunoapdvous... . Thves Se 
-KTA. § 8813 Kipwvos aétepov Ouydrnp 4 aderdds éyyutépw rod 
yevous orl; Shrov yap Ste Ouyarnp: } pev yap e& exelvou yéyover, 
6 be per’ exelvov. Ouryatpos Se rraides f adeAdpds ; trades SyrrovOev - 
ydvos yap GAX’ ovyl ouvyydvea tout’ doriv. § 2815° adbev ypr 
musteverOar Ta eipnudva; ovK ek Tay papTupLav; olual ye. mo0ev 
Se rods paptupas ; ovK éx tov Bacdvwv; eixds ye. md0ev & amicreiy 
Tois TovTMWY Adyols; ovK ex Tod hevyey Tos eAdyyous; avdyKn 
peydAn. In the last series, it should be noted that questions for 
positive assertion (§ 28 7*°), alternating with those for amplifica- 
tion, take the place of the answers naturally expected; further, 
that each question for assertion is followed by asyndetic rhetorical 
answer, and the whole summed up by a final question of asser- 
tion (neg.): (§ 28") was ovv dv tis cadpdorepoy émidelEee yunolav 
ovcav Ouyarépa Kipwvos tiv wntépa tiv éunv h todroy Tov tpdrrov 
émideccvds ; Almost identical is F. 23.1'*. Also 7.404 «calroe ri 
Xp?) TOV wérpioy rod(rnv; introducing a double question of asser- 
tion (pos.): 7.40°°% 1.28! «alrou was av Sepa tovtwy ydvorro 
amvcrdtepa; introducing question of appeal (1.23%). 

2. QuEsTIONsS or APPEAL.—In Isaeus, whose strong point is 
argument, or, as Sir William Jones puts it, ‘who lays close siege 
to the understandings of the jury’, appeal assumes the non- 
pathetic, aggressive form of argumentation, often with irony and 
indignation. Naturally this is prominent in Or. 8, where ‘all is 
argument.’ At four points the questions pile up in cumulative 
form, e. g., §§ 86'7° 871% (5-fold, with irony and betraying a 
sense of superiority); so § 89!7°, § 48!3, §§ 50, 51'%. Ina large 
number of instances, the argument assumes the form of an enthy- 
meme™*, a sort of reductio ad absurdum or dilemma: 6.63? mas ovv 
ara hy && tis Tov éavtod adeAqdidobv vidy romnotdpevos Karédurev 
KTX.; 8.382 ras obv Sixaidv dori, édv pev wndev Katadrlraowy, Has 
Uirodleous elvar THS KaKocews, Hy uh Tpépwper, ef Sé TL KaTANEAOLTACL, 


* Cf. Jebb. II 291. 
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Tovd elvat KAnpovepmoy aA pM HuaS; ovdawas Syrovbev. 11.12 
ols dé pnd’ dy rereXeutnxas @ éya, Sidwow o vouos THY “Ayviou 
KAnpovopiav, Tas Ewov Te CavTOS Kal KATA TOS VémoUS EyoVTOS OlovTaL 
aurois elvas THY ayxioteiay; ovdapas Syrovbev. 5.38 Kalrot Tas 
aE.ov Oavpalayv, @ av., et eve éEnrartnoev Eva Gvta, bs buas aravras 
xTr.; 1b. 384°? ode ody Sewvov et Senoetar bpov, @ av., Aewydpns 
atrownpicacbat & AtorrelOns Kndeor?s av avtod Katelyndicato; KTH. 
Also 1.23?,2917,383'7,40 4.14 8.13 9.15 10.138. With in- 
dignant irony: 3.65 Hevoxre d5é av tis dd éerrérpee tav Tod 
Tlvppou Oelwy, et Hv yunola Ouyarnp éxeivm Katanrevrromévn, AaBevTa 
Eye . ..5 pa vopionte vueis, @ av. 10.17 H Erepor wey, Stav rept 
Xpnuadtwv SveTuxXaal, Tos odeTepous adTav traidas eis Erépous oiKOUS 
eLoTroLodoty, iva 7) peTdoywot THS TOD TraTpos aTimias’ obra 6€ apa 
eis Urrdypewv ovolay Kal olxov eioerrotouy odds avtovs, tva Kal Ta 
UmrdapyYovta TpocaTroNécetav ; ove Eott TavTa KTr. Also 3.32? 12.8. 
The element of appeal is more prominent in the following, a) 
appeals to the judges’ intelligence and fairness: 1.11 mas yap av 
ev dpovav, ® ay., KaK@S Troveiy nuas eéBovrAnOn, Tos pndev avrov 
noucncoras ; ib. 27 Kxatro., & adv., rivas av Gdrovs tadra eyew éBov- 
AnOn parrov Hh rovTous, ods Kal Cav ex taV atbTod TrEloTa THY 
oixelwy where; 5.21,21 eel, d dv., ef Atk. adnOH rAéyer, Ti pets 
aherovucla vxnoavres, } ti otros €Enuimln HTTnGels; ci yap atréatn 
pdvov ..., Tt eCnusodro adiorapevos ov tiny eiyev; Also 1.35,36 
12.6. b) appeals to their opinion: 3.54 mas obv tis cadéorepov 
éEerXéyyou™ rrevdouaptupiav Simxwv xtr.; 11.47 dpa juxpda ra 
didgopa éxarépas THs otolas nuav éotw; ib. 23 dp’ ipiv o vemos 
doxei trovety eEovolay Kowwvias, KTr.; 8.43 dpa mepl pixpav TivaDV 
nuiv TOV ayova KaTteckevaxe ; 9.26 ti odv ypy, @ av., dvoma OécOat 
TouT@ T@ avopl, doris EOédXer otTW padlws did TO EavTOd Képdos TeV 


39 ‘While the omission of &y here can hardly be defended (héchst zweifelhaft bet 
Prosaikern, Kuhner, Gram. I]! 395.6; see especially Gildersleeve, Syntax of Clas- 
sical Greek, I 450), this optative, clearly of appeal (‘how should one?’), is not to 
be confounded with the usual potential opt. with a» of assertion (‘ how can-one ? ’== 
‘it is impossible for one’). See Scho. (pp. 254 f.) who defends the omission and 
especially Roeder (pp. 48 ff.) who not only defends the pure optative here but con- 
tends for it also at 4.19 and 7.86. With dy omitted, these last would be questions 
of appeal, but following Scheibe’s reading (with 4), I have put them under ques- 
tions of assertion (p. 38). 
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TeOveatov Tivos KatarrevoeoOar; Also 3.43,492,77. In some, his 
own opinion (olwa: or vouwitw, with mé solitarium™) is added in 
rhetorical answer: 11.26 mas yph motovs elvar vopilev rods 
TovUTwY AdyoUS; éy@ mev olopar ovdapas. 9.31 Soxet av ody dpiv 
’"Aatidiros, @ av., o8TM ev pica... .; eyo wey ov Av olopat, et 
kat Sexanis xtrX. Also 8.11. More indignant are: 3.24? 1.25 
2.39 6.56 3.17,33,73? 4.15 3.11. 

Questions in exclamation—Lastly an appeal may be put in the 
form of an interrogative exclamation: 7.40'?° kak rovrwyv riva 
NeToupylav ovx eEederrovpynoev; 7 Tha eiopopav ovK ev mpwrois 
elonveyxev; Tl mapadréXorrrev Ov rpoonxev ; 4.20? rl yap vrronelrrerat 
T@ Svappyndnv cporoyodvrs; ib. 25 xara Sdow yap Eyovros Tod ému- 
Sedixacpevov, Ti havodytar AéyorTes of KaTA TO yévoS AayYavorTes; 
10.13? nad tis Spor rabra trecOnoerar; 1.20 rhs yap av y&oro 
ravrns pavia pellov, xrrX. Also 4.4 9.26. 4.717% is a unique 
instance of light humor, so rare in Isaeus: the arrival of Nicos- 
tratus’s fortune suddenly plunges an incredible horde of pseudo- 
adopted sons into mourning, tis yap ovK« arrexelparo, éretd6y Tw dSvo 
taravrw é£ Axis 7rOerov; 4 ris ov pérav imatiov éddpyncer, ws dia Td 
mwévOos . . «3 1) wéaor cuyyevets Kal vieis Kata Sdowy mpocetrouncavTo 
trav Nixoorparou ;* 

8. QUESTIONS OF ASSERTION.—The remaining questions,” not 
lacking elements common to those already cited, but possessing 
none in any marked degree, are classified as rhetorical equivalents 
of positive and negative assertion. These have a more formal 
character, the type™ of the majority being a conditional sentence, 
the apodosis of which is put in interrogative form, introduced by 
mas ov, if equivalent to a positive assertion, by was, if equivalent 
to a negative assertion. For the most part, these occur without 
rhetorical answer. 

a) Questions equivalent to positive assertions: 1) without rhetorical 
answer: 6.46 xalro: was obros ov cadas eFerAéyxet avtos avrov Ta 


See Rhetorical Answer, p. 39, 7. 87. 


$1 The last (4.7%) might also be regarded as a question for amplification, see the 
list of claimants which follows in ¢@ 8 f. 


32 Excepting those in combination with other figures, see below. 
83 See n. 19, above. 
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wrevdh weuaptupnxdra; ib. 58 xalrou mas ov Sewer, & av., mpos Oewy 
"Orvuprriar, ef KTr.; 11.4 ef 5é ror pndev TovTwr EF eitrety, 1S ovK 
éreyyxOnoerar KTr.; 9.387 eb yap TovTOY érroLjoaTO ViOY ..., TOS 
ov Sdfeu trois axovoact trapavoeiy KTr.; 2.25 was ovv ov oxéTrLa 
Aeyov paiverat ; ib. 27'* was ov POovepes ecru ; TOS Ov TeEpt- 
gavas éFerddyyerar avardys av; ib. 48 mas ov av Sewov ... . KaTa- 
yéXaoroyv Soxoin xtr.; 4.19” was ovK av avoowwraros ein KTH. ; 
Also 11.18,14. 2) with rhetorical answer: 7.40°* 8.28748, 
(F 23.17*°), cited under dsarexrixdy (p. 34). 

b) Questions equivalent to negative assertions : 1) without rhetorical 
answer: 6.54 «alrot 1as oldy Te cidévas, @ av.; ib. 9 was av TI TOvTOV 
TOAPNO ELEY ElTrELY WS OK Ev ehpdvet; 7.36 ™ Tis dv AudirByTHOELE KTH. ; 
9.12 as eixcds éoti adnOeis elvar tas SiaOjxas ; 6.531 mas av wept- 
ghavéotepoyv eEereyyOein xtr.; 3.64 Tis av ayewwov  o twathp Bov- 
rAevoato; Also 8.287 11.24 12.9 1.20? 4.12.28. 2) with rhetor- 
ical answer: 7.32 amas av mpocedcxnoev ...; ovK évav érmloat 
Symrovbev. 11.19 rf ere Sei pabeiv twas ...; eyo pev yap ws ev 
dpovovow viv ixava Ta eipnudva vomtto. 

Questions in combination with other figures.—Besides the questions 
already classified, several remain which seem to be inseparably 
connected with pther figures and with figures of a particular 
group, namely, those, which naturally fall into interrogative form, 
hypophora, apostrophe, and prosopopoela: a) Questions in hypo- 
phora:* 2.217% 3.727,78! 4.24 5.453546 7.383? 11.2535 
Cf. 4.20'. b) Questions in apostrophe: 6.25'?* 26 (4-fold). 3.69, 
70,71 (8-fold). 11.51? (2-fold). 3.41°? (id.); 45,46 (id.); 48°49? 
(id.). The interlocking of the last two with 8.481? 49? (appeal) 
should be noted: 8.48'? (addressed to the judges) are merely 
repetitions of 3.45,46 (addressed to the opponent) and the second 
thrust at the opponent in 3.48°49 (4 «al tatra dabeiv ceavrov 
mpooronoel; xr.) 18 followed in turn by a final appeal to the 
judges (§ 497). cc) Questions in prosopopoeia: 6.53? 8.2477. 

Diistribution.—F rom the classified distribution according to ora- 
tions, presented in the Tabular Summary (p. 54), it will be observed 





% The examples which follow have already been cited under their respective 
heads. 
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that the total number (161) exceeds the number of Teubner pages 
(188), showing that Isaeus makes abundant use of this figure. 
Relatively, Or. 3 leads with 40, or an average of over two per 
Teubner page. It also leads in the frequency of questions in 
cumulative form, e. g., 3.36 17°, 8717; 7b. 48175, 4915 cf. §§ 69-73; 
elsewhere with more effect, ¢. g., 8.28'—-? 6.25175, 26 7.401: + 
ef, F 28.11-*,2'~* 11.24,25' 73,26. 

RHETORICAL ANSWER.—That a rhetorical question neither re- 
quires nor expects an answer, does not, as already stated,® pre- 
clude the orator from answering it rhetorically. Of this form of 
emphasis, employed previously * by Andocides alone but exten- 
sively by Demosthenes later, Isaeus makes liberal use, regularly 
in asyndeton. In seven instances, of which 3.51 8.11 9.31 11.26 
follow appeals to the judges’ opinion, he emphasizes his own 
Opinion or convictions by the use of pe solitarium:* 3.37,51 
11.19 dy per yap (od) vowlfo. 8.11 11.26 eyo pav oluar od8& 
(ovdauas). 9.31 dyad pev ode dv otopa, et wal Sexdats 6 ‘lepoxrHs 
Siadnxas vevdeis arrodexvier (-o1 Bl.), «rr. 1.29 adda Taira 
Bev, @ av., TWOANHY amioriay éye. Four instances in Or. 3, with 
striking similarity of phrasing, are reinforced by oath: §§ 25, 49 
val pa Ala, as &ywrye unr, el ye Hv adnOes Td wpaypa. § 48 v7 A’, 
et hv adnOH tr. § 39 vat wa Ala, ws syor’ oluat,xTr. His nega- 
tive and affirmative statements are strong and vary but slightly : 


% See m. 16, above. 


% Herforth (die Nachahmungen des Isae. u. Isocr. Stils bet Demos., Progr., 
Griineberg i. Schles., 1880, p. 7) finds only three instances (Andoc. 1.22,89,102), 
Lincke, p. 565. 


37 By pév solitarium is meant the occurrence of a xév without a corresponding 3é 
or its equivalent, d\Ad, etc. Its force becomes apparent from its sphere: a) curiously 
with the first person (expressed) of verbs of thinking, in varying forms, e. g., 12.7 
éya wev yap obk oluar, ‘for my part’ (sc. let others think as they may), either 
modestly or with a tone of superiority : 3.27 duérepoy ody Epyov oxdpacbat viv, el Soxet 
wurdy elvac TO mpaypa. eyo wey yap vouliw, ék ray elkbrwy ocxorovpmevos, word ay 
BaNNov krr. 10.18 dyad Se of uate wey od Slxaoy evar (humbly), contrast 7.1 @ wac 
pév, w &y., «rr. Ll pyotuny wév, wo dy.,xTr. 5.1 pbueda per, w dy., xrr. (see 
p. 80, ». 8). Also 8.87,51 8.11 9.81 11.19,26 in rhet. ans., above. b) emphasizing 
a statement (6.1) or more often a single word, notably: 1.l roArX} pev } peraBory 
por yéyoveyr. 1.29 dAdA rabra wév, w dy., roNrAamorlaytxea. 5.86 Erepor wey 
xt, with no ellipsis of otros 3’ ob here nor of xara 52 déow in 9.2 wore yéves wer 
kTr. 9.19 dxpsBds mew Qoev. Also 2.15 8.74 5.18,24,40,48 7.22. c) in combi- 
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8.82 11.12 ovdapyas Syrovbev. 7.82 ove éviv errricat Syrrovbev. 
2.39 obdé év [V. R. oddév] Srrov. 10.17 ov éort tadta. 8.281 
olmat ye. ib. 287 etxds ye. ib. 28° avayen peydrn. [id. F 23.1173]. 
3.66 s7 voplonte vpeis, @ av. 1b. TT GAN tpels, as eywr’ olwar, ov 
TLOTEVOETE KT. 

The following short, sharp statements resemble rhetorical 
answer in form and effect: 8.12 eixdrws, & av. (following a state- 
ment regarding the superior trustworthiness of slave-testimony 
under torture). 10.28 tobro yap Sixauy dort. Of. 3.84 arorv ye 
pdduor adv, KTA. 8.388,33 Shrov yap bre Ovydrnp—rraides 51}- 
qrovlev. 

ASYNDETON and PoLysynpEtTon.*—Asyndeton is the omission 
of connectives, polysyndeton the cumulation of them. Special 
ornament was probably felt in the former since in daily speech 
and all forms of literature syndetic prodigality was the rule, an 
asyndetic sentence the exception. Like anaphora and chiasmus 
they should be studied together, since the effect of each may be 
heightened by combination.” 

Asyndeton.—Isaeus employs asyndeton neither sparingly nor 
without variety and effect. Even its occurrence in the resump- 
tion of the speech after the introduction of laws or testimony, one 
of its weakest forms, is at times remarkably effective. Excep- 
tionally so is the interruption of the clerk at 11.5* (érloyes). 
Rhetorical question follows in 3.39,43 (indignant appeals to the 
judges, beginning dwxe? Av bwiv) and 8.14! (rivas etxds eiddvar Ta 
manraid ;) and 7b. 28° (ad6ev yp) xTr.;). Pathos and irony are 


nation with other particles, uev ody 4.5 8.8; kal uév 54 10.12. Besides these, exam- 
ples of what may be called pseudo-pév solitarium are frequent, ¢.9., of wey... wey 
.. 66 (éravddnyis of wév) 6.10 2.42 f. 3.45,64f.; of xpdrov yey... &reara (dra), 
very often, 1.31 3.8,78 4.14,15 5.2 9.14,21,80,86 10.7 12.9. Also 7rd pév wpGrov 
.. . dwedh 54, 4.9; pew... GAG, 6.48 5 prev ody . . . od why AAG, 8.5. Occasional care- 
lessness in the use of yé» occurs, e.g., 8.18 4.18,22,29 5.4; or omission, ¢. g., 6.1 
rovs [pév], line 2; 2b. rpogdev [uév], 1. 6; or sparing use, e, g., no instance on p. 98. 
[ References.—Especially H. Schafer, De nonnullarum particularum apud Anti- 
phontem usu, diss., Gott., 1877, pp. 84 ff. C. Wetzell, Beitrage z. d. Gebrauche 
einiger Partikeln bei Antiphon, diss., Frank. am Main, 1879, p. 10, w. references. 
O. Oeltze, De particularum pév et 5é apud Thucydidem usu, diss., Halle, 1887, pp. 
5 ff. ] 8 Cf. Arist. I 146; Hermog. II 435; Gerb. II! 211; Volk. 478. 


8 Rarely in Isaeus, e. g., 11.5 5.10 2.14 7.4142. 
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present in 5.25 (radra pév aremevOapev ord Aux., & dv.) and ib. 39 
(eis pév THY TédLy odTw Kal TOTAdTA AEdeLTOUpynKe ALK. ATO TOTOUTOV 
xpnmarov). Also following testimony: 5.3,4 6.8,9,49 7.22,23, 
26,29,37 9.5,19 10.8 11.1,6,12. In transitions: 10.22 8.46; at 
the beginning of the denynors, following an introductory yap, two 
notable examples, 10.4 odros €Xafe x«rr., especially 7.5'?* with 
- 3-fold polyptoton of the demonstrative. Also 6.1917. His use 
of the demonstrative (including otrws, etc.) in resuming or com- 
menting on a previous statement, has unusual power: there is 
bitter irony in 2.23 (robr’ gorw & érretipa), ib. 837 (ToLodTds éeoruy 
obros); cf. 7b. 21 (ody obtws obtds dott hidoxyphmatos); ib. 20; 
denunciation in 7.21 (eis rodro avaidelas éXndvOacr); ib. 23 (otro 
THY avaideray ovdewiay Cnulav elvar vowlfovor); 5.11 (ets TovTo 
BBpews cal praplas apixero). Also: 8.24 (radr’ eimreivy mpoohxev). 
3.231 (werd Svoty rovroww); ib. 23? (roadra meéev Ta TovTwY); ib. 67 
(radra impos Thy avaldaav aitav muvOdvecbe); 7.45* (radta mavra 
oxeyrdpevor); ib. 9 (rovobros jv éxeivos); and 1.11 (but see Mne. 
1x 440) 5.10 6.62% 7.1,16,28,45,45 8.36 11.3,427,43,44, | 

The restless, impatient effect of this figure sometimes appears 
in the abrupt and occasionally brusque commands given to the 
clerk. Barring seven instances in Or. 3 (§§ 7, 12, 15, 42, 58, 56, 
76) and the exceptional interruption cited above (11.5), Isaeus is 
uniformly polite in this respect, prefacing his command with «af 
pou (é. g., 2.16,84 5.2,2,4 6.7,8,11,16,87,48 7.10 8.17,42 10.7), 
ov dé, etc. No impoliteness is felt in the asyndetic ava@nrd pou 
kal tovTwy waprupes (9.28) and avrol vpiv of Oracdrat paptupynaov- 
ow (ib. 30), but the curt AaBe 76 Wdiopa of 6.50 and AaBe cal 
TavTnv THv paptupiav of 9.33 betray some impatience. 

Asyndeton is most effective, however, in its cumulative form, 
i. é., in an uninterrupted, asyndetic procession of words or clauses 
which form a connected whole. The prominent feature here is 
rapidity, ¢. g., 11.43 (4-fold) ywpls 5€ tovTwv Karédurev emia, 
mpéBata, kptOds, olvov, dm@pas. ib. 41 (4-fold) &wxev aypov tov 
*"EXevoin Svoiv raddvrov, mpdBara éEnxovra, aiyas éxatov, emit da, 
trtrov Naprpev. Cf. F 23.38. Two examples in the epilogue of 
Or. 6, the agonistic“ character of which should be specially noted : 


0 See 2. 7, above, and Jebb II 3807. 
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§§ 64, 65 ére 5€ crod réOamran, év rrolows pynpact: th cide TA vop- 
Coueva trotouvta Evernpova; § 62 yéypamrras ws ovx edmxev ovde 
dieBero Diroxtnpwv: rovto émidédecxtas vreddos dv. 2.14 ovd’ 
acbevav: arr wyiaivwv, eb dpovav, ev vodv. 8.29 map’ exelvp 
tpehomevny, Ouyardpa vomtlopevny, Sis éxdobeicay, Sis éyyunbeicav.™ 
ib. 45 é« paprupiav, ée Bacdvor, e€ aitav tov véuwv. ib. 34 Tov 
TATPOOY, TOV TraTiT@wv, TaV étt wepattépw. 11.35 Taira peydra 
dixaua dott. tatra Kal ot vdpot xedXevovow. A striking example 
occurs in the prosopopoeia at 8.24 ,,0v 5é@ rh ef; col dé ré mrpoonner 
Odarrew ; od yuyv@oKw ce ov ph eloet eis THY oixlav.” 11.6 arrd- 
Kpiow ov Sédwxev, ov paptupas trapéoxyero, ov Spkov Booey, ov vdmov 
aveyvoxev. Other clausal asyndeta, not cumulative: 11.5 7° épwrjow 
a. aderAdds eof 6 trais xTrA. 5.43 Tov pev tobrouv olxov ov, @ 
Aix., «tr. (also in apostrophe). 17.411? (éud ye etpyoete ov dypna- 
tov). éorpdrevpat tas otpatelas TH TéAEL, TA TPOoTAaTTOMEVaA TroLG) ~~ 
(making the statements distinct and isolated). 9.387 avriBor@ 
ipas. Also: 3.64 4.22 (cuveddvrt) 6.975 (dv py) 8.9 (avaynn) 
9.35 (amddeEa vpiv) 11.47 F. 23.3. 

Finally, asyndeton occurs very frequently in question and 
answer: &) in question: 3.382 rlvos Gvexa; (abrupt). 11.5% (ré 
TOUTWY THY OvopaTwV, KTr.). 3.39,43; b) in answer: (rhetorical) 2.39 
3.25,39,48,49,65 7.82 8.11,82,383 9.381 10.17 11.12,26 Cf. 8.12 
(etxdtws, & av.); following questions for amplification: 1.28 5.13 
6.35,36,638 8.9 11.11,44; others: 8.29 10.14; c)in both ques- 
tion and answer: 8.14'~* (tivas...3; Sidov Srt tlvas ...;3 
tows xTr.) 7b, 281 (ardbev...; oun ée... 5 opal ye. mdGev Oe. ..; 
oux €x...3 elKds ye. mwdbev © ...; ow eK. ..3 avdyKn peyarn. 
Cf. F 23 1'-7 76. 23%. 

Polysyndeton—As asyndeton lent a cumulative effect, poly- 
syndeton draws attention to each separate element in the enumer- 





41 Also the following participial clauses, in pairs: 2.6,14 8.68 7.2,48 8.7,85,42 
9.81 10.5,18; in genitive absolute: 7.15, 17,48. 


42 On the indignant dé (absorbed in the pronoun) in exclamation and interroga- 
tion, see Sché., p. 390. 


8 But Herw. and Naber read Expnorov 8s y éorpdrevua:.. . rordv, see Mne. Ix 
(1881) 892; v (1877) 418. 
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ation.“ Only instances, in which the conjunctive particle is re- 
peated not less than three times, beginning with the first word, 
are cited:“ a) of words, 7.35,36 «. tpinpapyety K. trodepely x. 
xopnyely x. Trav? . .. Toveiv, BoTrEep KaKElvOS. KalroL EL K. TUYYEVNS 
Kk. hiros x. evepyéerns K. pirdripos x. Sedoxtpacpéevos xTrX. Further 
examples of cumulative polysyndeton are: 4.27,27 «. édecrovpynoev 
Upiy K. elonveyKe, K. GANWS aTroVoaios HY TroAiTNS* avTol Sé obToL 
ote atrodednuncacw ... oir evOdde pévovTes Aypnotol eiot TH 
Monel, NAA K. OTPaTEvOVTAL K. ELadepovelt K. TAAXA TravTa TroLOvGL 
Ta MpooTaTTopeva K, avTOUS ... Kooplous Trapéyovewv. 1.26 évarria 
K. TOS vopos K. TO Sical@ K. TH TOD TeTENEUTHKETOS yvoOuy Yndloac- 
Oat. ib. 85 x. véum x. Sixalos x. Siavola. ib. 39 «x. ouyydvea x. 
ot vopot K. Tap tpav aicxyivn. 5.10 x. érlrporros Kw. KUpLOS K. 
avridicos. 6.1 Kw. cuveEdrrAevca Kx. ouvedvotiynoa Kx. éddoper. 
' 4b. 21 «. THY yuvaixa Kx. Tovs waidas x. THY oixlav. ib. 39 pnTe 
taiv Ouvyarépow pnte TH yuvatnd avTov pyre Tav oixelwv pyndevi, 4.18 
ote aucalrous obte Pidous obr’ ev rdfa TH av’ty. b) of phrases, 
€. g., 8.46 prnobdrres ody K. THY Spxwv ods dudoavres SicalerTe, K. 
TaV Adywv ods eipyjKapev, K. TOV vopwv, 4 Sixaidy dott, Ta’TY THY 
idov riWecbe (near end of epilogue). Also with wa‘: 1.7 2.36 
8.51 5.385 6.4,17; with odre, ere: 1.40 od dpa Sixata ovd vpiv 
avrois cvpddpovra ovde Tois vdpois oporoyovmeva yodueiobe. 6.21 
el? iro happaxwv 6 iro veoov eb im’ adrov Twos. Also 3.52 
11.7. Hardly less effective are four instances where the 
conjunctive particle does not begin with the first word: 6.18 «at 
yap ovola Hy ovK orlyn auto Kal Traides Kal yun, Kal TAAN’ ErrietKas 
evrvyer. 12.8 uadrAXrov 4 To TraTpl r@ EvquAnrov x. émol x. TH AdEAPO 
x. Tos Ppdropat K. Tdcy TH HweTépa ouyyevela. 7.42 ddrdws Te Kal 
TOUTOV .. . GYNPNKOTWY K. TETTpAaKdTMOY K. EpNMOV TrETOLNKOTOV, MOV 
dé x. edetroupynkdrov 76n K. NeLTOUpynodyTwy (with effective 
homoioptoton). 11.5 aderdds éc® 6 rrais ‘Ayvlov, 4 adedrdidois 

“4 Cf. Arist. I 146 (é» tow xpbvy woddd, Soxel elpfobar 6 yap otvderuos Ev rowel TA 
woddd, wor édy ebatpeOy, Sov Ste robvavrloy Exra: Td Ev WoANAG). 


The following occur in pairs, of words: («al) 2.18,24,82,82,36,47 4.31 6.82,35 
6.49,61,62 7.8,14,42 8.12 9.8,5,18,18,20,22 11.18,49 12.9; (otre) 8.42,68 4.8; 
(ufre) 8.28 6.47; of phrases: (xaf) 1.5,9,17,19,29,86,41,45,47 4.13 6.81 6.5,9 
7.16,25,80,86 8.18,38,44 9.4,81 11.89,50 12.11; (ote) 1.29 4.29 6.2658; 1.49 
(uhre) ; 9.8 (etre). 
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éE adergod  eEF aderAdis yeyovas, } aveirids, } €E aveyriod mpds 
pentpos 4 ipods tratpos ; ib. 36 duaBddrwv Kal Tos vopous Tapaywv KTH. 
Hyprrsaton.—In a broad sense, hyperbaton is any unnatural 
or unusual word-order (verbi transgressio).“ On its distinctly 
rhetorical” side, it refers to an abnormal separation of words 
grammatically and logically connected. Thus, an important 
word or phrase may, by removal from its natural position, be 
made emphatic and at the same time secure attention, since the 
hearer is kept in suspense till the necessary words follow, e. g., 
8.40,40 obros pév yap eyes THY ovaiav, ad fs viv éott Napmpds, 
arrotplav ovdoeplav... StaOnnenyv. 11.22 arr odtTos 
.. 767 nOn WAGTTEL. 6.23 €& exelvou pev ovx ay Ere yevowwTo 
maides Tavtny THY HrKlay Exovros. 10.9 yunaolou yap svros 
avur@ Anpoxyapous vidos. 1.25 dua ri ov ev Erdép@ ypawas attra 
ypapmarel@ xrr. 8.31 (Cwons). 3.6 (eyyunris). 1b. 33 (axpiBas). 
Less usual is an interlocked arrangement, notably 5.41 «at rovrwy 
papripia év Tots tepois avabnuata éxeivos x TOV TepiovTMY, pYnMELa 
THs avrav aperns, avéBecav. 3.51 wore nde To Séxatov pépos 
éridovs éxdodvar ty yvnola Ouyatpl trav watpdwv. 4.21 adrroe 
TorAoL Hon TAY ev TH Urepopla arroOynoKdyTwY ovde yuYVoaKOVTES 
évious TAS ovolas nudicBhytrnoav. Cf. 1.27,28 8.4,22,45. In the 
separation of the article and its noun, no special rhetorical force 
was detected. The following examples of words, made emphatic 
by being put last, may be added, e. g., 8.16 xal rds éopras nyoper 
map éxeivov radaoas. 7.5 rovros ovclay 6 rarnp KaTédre TONDKND DV. 
ib. 7 xal thy ovolav érrolynce xoploacbat THY avToU Tacav. 11.22 
(wdvrov). ib. 25 (under); cf. 2b. 15 (ovd€ kard puxpdv), F 23.2 
(rdoas). Still another form of hyperbaton is 
PARENTHESIS (7rapewBory ® or imepBarov xara trapévOeow).— 





46 Various terms arise as this affects two words only (anastrophe), separates a 
compound word (émesis), interrupts a sentence (irepBardy card wrapévGecwv), violates 
the sequence of thought (hysteroproteron), or obscures the meaning (faulty hyper- 
baton or synchesis). Tib. (III 74) makes a 2-fold division: xard rapévOeow 4 xara 
dvacrpophy ; cf. Q. VIII 6.62; Gerb. I 585; Volk. 486. 


47 e. g., tmesis and anastrophe are grammatical. 


Cf. Alex. III 89 (rotro rd oxipa wapaxetoba pev Soxet rp drepBarye, éwedh 
peratd) THs xara plow ouvrdtews rol Néyou rlOeral ris Adbyos, Siaddéper Se éxelvou... 
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Parenthesis has been aptly defined as ‘the principle of tmesis ap- 
plied to sentences.’ As an element of style it plays no promi- 
nent part in Isaeus. Besides variations of the usual a> dacup, 
etc.,” the following were found, mostly in narrative: 6.18 éddxe 
evdaluav eivat (kal yap ovata hy ove orlyn aiT@ Kal Traides Kal yuvn, 
Kal Tadd’ érriexas evtbyer) ib. 3 éEov audioBnrnoat AOnvalev re 
Bovdopev «td. (stating the case). 10.18 (ov yap rodrd dort oxer- 
TéOVv, GAARA TO TpPaypa et Sixatov wy) 3.64 (rept dv Th dv dpevor 
4 o tatnp Bovrevoaito ;) ib. 71 mpds Se rovrous (Tour) yap Td Sewvdv 
€or) 4.15 (rapa travrwy yap wpordyntat Tois éyyuTaTw yévous Ta 
Tov TeXeuTHGAVTOS yiryverOat) ib. 17 (ov yap dv hoav ~revdopapruprav 
emioxmpets) 5.12 nal mpoojcov avt@ Tov KAnpou pépos Goov ep 
éuol. 2.38 dav Bdd\wow avaBalvew (cial yap tobrwv oixeior) ib. 32 
@pdoapev ev Troviy AdAAHAOS ex TOD EmiAoOlTOU Ypdvov, KaTAa 
Stvaptv elvar. 1.41 ypy dé, & av, ..., Sep mworeite (a 
graceful compliment to the judges). 2.18,36 kal éyo cal 7 
yuvn h én. 9.11 py Soxodvta elvar nrALQcov. 1b. 12 rovTwy Se 
2) TOV padota ypopévwy xrrA. Also 11.17,27,27. Related® to 
hyperbaton, and to parenthesis especially, is 

HypostropHx.—In hypostrophe, the orator catches up the 
thread of his narrative after a parenthesis or several parenthetical 
clauses and makes a fresh start.” This is done either by repeat- 
ing the subject, or, as in the case of Isaeus, by adding the de- 
monstrative, ¢. g., 1.28 Kreovupos & bs Hv... obtos podvos 
éBovreTo KTA. 10.12 odd Ap. ye ovdé ’Arr., ols ..., ovde TOUVTOLS 
efjv. 12.9 o rrathp o hpérepos, bv..., obToS KTA. 8.16 TO 


h 82 wapepBorrh lLilav Exee Stdvorav: cal ris pev SwrepBdoews, Bray ri 
pépos TOy Urapxbyrwy Apys, Brdyes rdv votv cal rd oxjua dvaphoes: 7 wapeuBory Se 
kal Sdn dpeioa ob BAdrre Thy Sidvoay). Volk. 487. 49 Moore, p. 85. 

5 ¢. g., 1.20,21,24,29 3.18,83,89 4.24 6.41,44,66 11.16,87 4.27 (Ws wrdvres 
tcact) 6.10 (édv abr@) 8.9 (Ws weuapripnxev obros) 1.11 (etr’ dp0ds ere uh) 8.25 (val pd 
Ala, ws tyuwye Gunv, d ye hy ddnbes 7d wpayua) cf. ib. 39,49. 

51e, g., Tib. (III 74), having divided hyperbaton into 0. card wapévOeow and 
v. xara dvacrpop}y, by his examples identifies the latter with droorpogy. Cf. Hermog. 
(II 488) who identifies hyperbaton with parenthesis. 

52 Cf. Hermog. II 845 (€acpetrac rolvuy twrribryra Abyov) and Anon. I1I 189 
(Sep év rp plow Sex buevov ereuBorHy Epxerar waduy éxl thy adfynoww); anacolutha are 
rare in Isaeus: Lincke (pp. 38 f.) cites 1.20 2.14,42 9.15; cf. 11.10 (inaccuracy) 
and 1.10,12,49 (probably corrupt), see Blass I1 5381. 
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Aul re O0ov to Knol, repli nv . . . Ovolayv TAUTNS MES 
éxowvwvovpev. 3.77 THY otto Kownv—travtrnv KTrA. 9.4 of Se 
$fror——arol nal mpovOevto xrrX. So 3.19,20 5.12. Akin to 
hypostrophe is a favorite form of emphasis with Isaeus, the con- 
densation of one or more clauses into a single word. Typical 
instances are: 2.43,43 ef rpod@ow ... mas ov av dSewov...; Kal 
ov pdvov TavT’ é€otl Ta TroLOvVTa pe... AaAXr El KTA. ,TauT 
éotl ra AvTodYTa pe. 16,23... Tout’ éorwd émitima. Also 
1.6 2.18,20 3.9,51,61,67,79 4.19,22,.26 6.28,52,64 7.1,10,183, 
45,45 8.6,24,80 9.5 10.8,5 11.17,25,27,30,33,385. The fol- 
lowing with otrws: 6.44 otS €& yrjovot joav ovs’ ot TM 
mpoonKcey KTrX. 7.43 BovrAopmas Sia Bpaydwv tmas bropvyncas 
ottrw xataBalvew. 8.44 bs poryds AnPOels nal waday 6 te 
mpoonke....0v0d’ os xTrA. Also: 8.4,12,13 11.18,385. Cf a 
similar use of tore, ¢. g., 2.42 e hvlka pev o MeverrAns elyd re, 
TéTe pev &dwka éwavTov vidv abt@ trojcacba (with epanalepsis 
of pév). 6.40 odd érretdy)——ovdé rére. ib. 32 9.15. 

OaTHS (GpoTLKa oxnpata)™.—Compared with his prede- 
cessors,™ Isaeus makes frequent use of oaths under the four fol- 
lowing forms: 1) vat #d.—This earlier form, in Demosthenes 
and later writers entirely usurped by the derived form 7}, is used 
by Isaeus alone of all the orators.~ The three instances occur in 
rhetorical answer: 3.25,39,49 vai pa Aida, as &ywye @uny, et ye 
qv arnOés oO mpaypa. 2) wa.—t11.35,385 od pa Ala ov——ov 
HAAL ove. ib. 86 oluat wa Tods Deods ovd tas ayvociv. 4.24 
pa Al’ arn ork éorw. 8.29 aywye wa rods Beovs Tods 
"OrXvpTlous. F 23.2. 8) vn.—A favorite form in hypophora, 
€. g., 8.24 tows yap qv vy Ala mdpepyov xrr. ib. 78 4.20 (adda 
yy Ala). 7.83 (Rf vy Ada). Also 3.48 vq Al’, ef Hv adrnOF Kerr. 
(in rhet. answ.). 6.61 do7’ ov POoveicOal eiow aktor, AXAA qOrD 
Badrov vy Ala wal rov’AmdéddA obra. 4) rpdés.—In im- 
perative and interrogative sentences: 2.47 muy arepeldnre, wpos 
Geav cal Satpdvar, xtrA. 6.58 Kxalrou was ob Savdy, ® av., 











58 Hermog, IT 442; cf. éxpwrnors (exclamation), Volk. 498, 


4, g., only three instances are cited (Lys. 13.95 19.84,54) by Kiihnlein (De 
vi et usu precandi et iurandi formularum apud decem orr. Att., Program, Neustadt 
a. d. H., 1882. % Kiuhnlein, p. 60. 
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wpos Geav “OrAverlon, «tr; F 23.1 wdbev ypy micrevecOa Ta 
eipnueva wpos Oewav; No examples of curses were found. 

Of the remaining tropes and figures, which, in a strict sense, 
neither fall under the divisions already treated nor form a sepa- 
rate class by themselves, the most important, e. g., irony, oxymo- 
ron, and metaphor, are more nearly related to the figures just 
considered. Two purely stylistic features, hiatus and address, 
are added in conclusion. 

"Aroctomno.s, TmapdrActyis, and Ssamdpynors' form a 
natural group. Their rhetorical effect,? familiar to modern 
oratory, is essentially the same; in azroci.wmnow a real omission 
is made, but made in such a way that the thing omitted gains 
exaggerated importance and tends to arouse in the mind of the 
judges the gravest suspicions against the speaker’s opponent; * in 
mwapdadrenis, while pretending to pass the point over in silence, 
the orator has managed to say all that he wished ;* and in &azro- 
pnows the same pretense of omission is made, coupled with feigned 
perplexity and doubt.’ Isaeus rarely makes use of these figures 
in their perfected rhetorical form, e. g., the nearest approach to 
Siamrdpnois is found in 1.84 arr’ aywye, ef xarnyopeiy éBovAovto 
Trav Siabnxav } Tod TereXevTnKdTOS, ovK old 6 Te av GAXO mTpos Hpas 
elrrov, xrA. Of mrapdreis, however, an excellent example occurs 
at 5.17 desi) 5é todro davepov éyévero éEaipeBacayv TtaV >wydwr, a 
pev tov Sixacray Kal jpav édenOn Aewydpns } boa Hpiv éEeydvero 
Siamrpafacbat rere, ovn old & te Set Aeyav, @ Sé wporoynOn Hpiv, 
tatra axovoate. Cf. 3.45 epi pev ody ris émidixaclas eyo. av THs 
peddos mpodaclcacbas pis buds h ydp Nabeiv odds mpootroijoacr’ 


1The Latin terms are reticentia (praecisio), praeteritio, and dubitatio respec- 
tively. 

Iawbre wapddenis kal dwoocwdwnors ylyerac; Srav BovnOGyev thy bwrbvoay pelfova 
xaracrfica: Tol xpdyparos ev Ty yripy Tov dxovévrwy f Aédyouewy. Hermog. IT 480. 

Sdrocubrnals dort Novos émtrelywy Td wapaciwrwpevov } waparelrwy 7d yivwoKdbuevoy, 
9 owrdy 7rd aloxpéy. Alex. III 22; cf. Tib. III 62 d. é. bray pAdwv rAdyery xpaypa 
abrd perv droowmrhoy, THY 5¢ drbvoay abrot karaNlwy. Volk. 508. 


4. é., Srav Soxodrrés rt wapadtwety pndev Arrov Aéywuev adré. Alex. III 28; cf. 
Tib. III 60; Volk. 601. 


53. 2., Sray ws Siaropdy ris a Sel elwety xdxeiva Kal rc wrelw Aédyy. Tib. III 61; cf. 
Q. TX 2.19; Volk. 496. 
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dv obros, } Kal WevdecOa aitipr’ dv jas. TobtTo pev ovv Trapapev 
(illustrating the transitional® feature of this figure). So 11.20 
TOAMG pe SiaBarrew GAAa Te TONG, Trepl OY Trotnoopat TOUS Adyous 
raya, TA. 1b. 44 4 ev Tolvyy Xrparoxrdous ovcla Kal mrelwv 
ravTns éotiy: aXN votepov wept THY TapaxderrTomévwv tro TovTwY 
«tr. In 5.89 there is a sort of combination of atrocwwirnows and 
maparenis: tiv Sé wntépa Thy TtovTou KaOnpevny év TH... lepp 
mavres EOpwv, Kal TOUT@ éyxaXotcay & éyw aloyvvopat A€yELY, OUTOS 
dé ToLw@y OVK yoXUVETO. 

In wpodsdp8wors’ or praemunitio, the speaker, suspecting 
that what he is about to say will give offense, seeks the good will 
of his hearers by assuming an apologetic tone, e. g.,in 5.8 he 
takes pains to explain that no reflection is cast on the court, 
which, misled and deceived, had previously decided against him : 
eis 5€ TO Stxactnpiov eicerOovtes . . . HdicnOnpev, ovy wre TaV SuKa- 
oTov KTA. 8.34 dédoua dé pr) Alay 6moroyovpeva Adywor evoyrcty 
viv dd—o err. F 15.1 pexpa dé wou axovcare, tva pndels inrorAaPy 
UMav ws eyo mpotretela } GAXy TW adicla pos TA Evdpabous mpdy- 
para mpoonrOov. A kindred but weaker form is the orator’s 
promise to be brief: 6.9,19 7.4,43 11.32. No example of 
émdidpOwors ® was found. 

Communicatio® (avaxoivwors), or a pretended deliberation with 
the judges (in which the speaker poses as remarkably fair and 
sincere), occurs at 3.11 mepi dv ef Senoee nal? Exacrov StedOeiv, ove‘ 
dv wavu pixpov Epyov yévorro. av pev ovv iets KeAevnTe, rept évlov 
punobeiny dv avtav: et Sé Tic tpav anodes axovey éoriv, KTH. 

In tirotes or under-statement," a positive idea is made em- 


6 nam nist in transitionibus fere non adhibetur, Straub, p. 102. 

Tar. €., Grav upAddAwpev Te Towvrov Aéyev, 6 Setral rivos Geparelas, wore wy Xarewds 
atrd wpocdétacbat Tov dxpoarhy, kal rpodeparetwyev adroy. Alex. III 14; cf. Tib. III 
62 (7. é., Srav drorreiwy rpooKkpovery Td pnOnobuevoy raparrjra: Tovs dxovovras). 

8 Of. Hermog. II 883; Alex. ILI 15; Gerb. IL? 57; Volk. 496. 

9Q. IX 2.20; Volk. 497. 

10 Alex, (III 37) sub dvrevayrlwois thus defines it: 8ray 7d évavrloy bvoud Tivos 
ridévres adrd éxetvo onualywuev; cf. Gerb. II? 47; Volk. 484; C. Weyman, Studien 
uber die Figur der Litotes, diss,, Leipzig, 1886. 

Cf. Servius (Verg. Aen. 177): litotes fit, quotienscumque minus dicimus et 
plus significamus per contrarium intellegentes ; note, e. g., the periphrasis in 11.89 
(elkdrws pev ovx Ay Zxoum péuyprv). 
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phatic by denying its opposite. The rhetorical force lies in the 
double negative thus arising, whether expressed or implied. Isaeus 
makes somewhat liberal use of this figure: 9.26 3.11 ov mixpdv; 
6.18 12.3 (-d); '7.29 10.20 (-ds). 6.18 ov% orAfyn; 3.55 (ov); 8.85 
(-a). 7.84 od« Aducos; 5.11 (-dv). 7.39 oddev ddiedv. ib .45 8.46 
ovdev ayvoety. 38.29 ovddels ayvoet. 7.17 od ayvoovyTwy; ib. 19 
(-mevov). ib. 17 ove amicrovvrwy; 12.11 (-eiv). 1.7 ovdev azonrel- 
qovtes. 38.40 ov« arrope. ib. 79 wr auynpovetre. 4.14 uy mrapavowr. 
7.40 undev arroxpvarrecOat. ib. 41,41 od xaxov oddé dypnotov. 9.11 
ov AadOpa. ib. 5 ovd av avros Eapvos yévorro. 11.39 ove ay éyoupws 
pepapuv. | 

Examples in Arsis.—The addition of the positive statement in 
arsis may weaken, but does not in all cases destroy, the effect of 
the preceding litotes, ¢. g.: 6.2 6 yap ayav ov mixpos avrois, 
GANA rept Trav peylotwv. 7.34 8.4 11.86,38 (ovK ayvoay adra 
oagpas eidas). 1.2 ov ayvoodvres GANA... . KaTayvdrTes. 
8.15 odSer@motre...avEev Huav——darXr ... Tavrayov trapi- 
pev. 9.8 e& wy aGveuwtrA. 11.6 od mpochxev atTropetv arr evOds 
Agyerv.. 7.6 ov wixpa atroA\atocat——aAXa... WavTa... TepteE- 
molnoe. 2.5 00K aT poLKoV——GAXAA THY tony mpoixa. ib. 19 
ov Tapavoapy arr’ eb dpovav. 7.37 ov yap axpnotous 
auTOUS EvUpNoeETE GNX’... mpoOupordrovs. 8.1 ovw amatdos 
TENEVTNTAVTOS, GAN’... Waidas .. . KATAAEAOLTTOTOS. 

OXYMORON ™ (o€0umpov) or paradox is the juxtaposition of 
words sharply antithetical and involving an apparent contradic- 
tion. Its sphere is a limited one, confined mainly to tragedy; in 
oratory occurrences are rare.“ ‘Though no example was found 
in Isaeus, not unlike in rhetorical effect are the following jux- 
tapositions, in which the antithesis is sharp but not contradictory : 
5.8 of dia Tas ras médews cupghopas é£Eovalayv adlow avrois 
nyouvro elvat xexthoOal Te TaAACTpLa KTA. 1b. 10 Kal ovde Kata 7d 
éhaytorov mépos THS olKeLdTynTOS EX¢ov Tap avtou érvyov. Cf. 
8.40 obros péev yap éxel THv ovolav, ad’ hs viv dort Xapmpds, 
arrorplav. 5.11 aderdpevos avrov ra Gvta 1 évnta rerolnxev. 











12°Volk. 484, 
18 See Rehdantz, s. v. Antithese. 
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Trony *.—Sarcasm, scorn, reprobation, and the like, so often 
and so naturally accompany irony that no attempt is here made 
to follow the ancient rhetoricians in distinguishing its various 
forms and sub-divisions.“ In Isaeus its sphere is practically con- 
fined to three orations (3, 5, and 2). The vigorous argumentation 
of Or. 3 repeatedly assumes an ironical tone, e. g., §§ 8-10:" 
Nicodemus has testified that his sister was the legal wife of 
Pyrrhus. The falsity of this testimony is set forth in a series of 
non-rhetorical questions, the irony underlying which comes to 
the surface in such expressions as 9 éyyunt) yuvy and avryy 
éyyunoat™ (cf. § 78). In Or. 5, the carefully painted portrait of ; 
Dicacogenes’s character does not lack the ‘stinging touches’ of ; 
bitter irony and indignation, e. g., the examination of Dicaeo-' 
genes’s action against Cephisodotus, his own nephew, §§ 10-11: 
The irony of Or. 2, on the other hand, appears for the_most part 
in an ironical repetition of epithets, suggesting affection, é g., 
§§ 35 (0 Betos rolvuv obroct); 24 (0 Sé Oeios otrool ox aioytverat 
KTr.); 87 (obros dé 0 ouyyerys, ... towoirds dori obros). Cf. 
5.24-5 (iSpropévos bro tod Arcatoyévous TavTa pev cremrovOapev 
imo Acc. etd.) This concentration of indignant or bitter feeling 
into single words, usually those of good meaning,” is a natural 
habit of irony, e. g., the indignant a6 rocavrns mpooddou od ta 
KANOS exopnynoe (i. €.,TéTAPTOS... Tpaypoois, Kal TrUppiyLoTais 
jatatos) of 5.86; the hypophoric adr’ as otpatiorns ayadds; 
of ib. 46; the brusque od & dvaBn& Sedpo, érredy Servos 
dia Barre «Tr. Of 11.4. Also 3.70 GAr’ & ’yabd, tobTo pev Kat 
Aabeiv dnoait’ dv bpas. 8.40 tHv oticlav, ad’ hs viv dort Aammpes, 
adrotplav. 9.11 wy Soxotyra elvar HAMGcov. 10.25 GAARA ydp, ® 
dv., ovy txavdy dott KTX. 12.7 ore 4ddws nav Tov ayTidiKovvray 





14 elpwvela, AOyos rpoowowvpevos Td évayrloy ot Aéya, Zon. III 164; id. Alex. IIT 
22; cf. Volk. 501. 

The long list begins capxacyuss, wuernpwpbs, xrevacubs, Siacupybs, doreiopuéss, 
xapuvricubs, carayé&ws, cxGupa, etc. See Straub, p. 74. 

16 Cf. 33 31-82; 87-89; 65-66; 70-71. 

17 Moy (p. 107) comments: comme tous ces mots, femme légitime, donner en 
légitime mariage, déposer en justice, reviennent avec une insistance ironique mettre 
le mensonge en évidence. 

18 Cf. elpwvela é, Eupaccs xaxlas 5’ edphuwy pyudrwy (Anon. IIT 140). 
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HMiY TOU cemvoTaTov Truoluny. 1.12 rHv 8 odclav aderéoba Tav 
xpnotwy émiBovrevedvroy. 2.33 elra vuvi tautl Ta ayaba TroLotow 
nmas. 5.389 ottrw kal tooadra RedetTovpynxe Ax. aro TocovTwY 
xpnwarov. There is irony in the unexpected turn given to the 
sentence in 4.28 (@ore wrodvd mAdAOV TOUTOUS TpoTHKel KTH.) 

Isaeus’s irony is seldom witty. The light touch, however, in 
8.81 amuses: Oauudto obv ei 6 ap 0 cuvoiKay trrelw 4 oKTw ern 
On M1) OE TOvVOLA THS éavToD yuvatces. In 9.14 he accredits 
Astyphilus with a prophetic gift in order to account for the other- 
wise improbable coincidence that having served in so many cam- 
paigns he should have made his will just before the last: ¢atveras 
Se 6 “Aotridiros Te TovTwY Adyp TA péAXOVTA Evecbar TpoEdas. 
The youn in 3.66 has an ironical color: ovdels yap avOparroy 
pices TO AvotTeNODY, KTA. The sneer in 6.13 (as éEapxdcov et dvopa 
pdvov toploawro) is sarcastic. Cf. 10.1 €BovrAdunv per, & ay, 
dotep Revaiveros ovroct Svvarar ypevdr Aéyeww Oappardws, ottw Kaya 
TadnOh «rr. In the irony of 2.20, the chill of what Blass terms 
frostigen Witz may be detected: ore od trapadpovarv dalverat ovde 
TH yuvarrl wreobels, et py apa THY épnwlay avrov Kai tiv amadlav 
obros BovXeTar 76 Svopa TovTO ™ pooaryopevery. 

The remaining examples are found in a) rhetorical questions 
3.37 dp’ obv Soxel Tw pay dduywpas ovTas Exe yYpnudrav Nixddnpos, 
ote tapadimey av Tt THY ToLovTwY; With a tone of indignant 
superiority, repeated in § 39. Also 3.82,65,707-71. b) hypo- 
phora: 2.21 3.24 4.24 5.45-46. 7.33 (f vj Ala aadlov érron- 
gato A\aBov Tapa TovTov dirwv srtwv, Kal ToUT@ THY ovolay 
édwxev;)® Closely related to irony is 

EXECRATIO OF DENUNCIATION.—Isaeus also brings out the base- 
ness of his opponent into bold relief by frequent use of the 
following denunciatory expressions, often with a tone of con- 
temptuous superiority: aducla 5.81. aloypoxépdeca 1.8. aioypas 
5.48. avadyns 2.27 11.6; -raros 1.27; -eva 3.18,67 4.19 6.18, 
43,46 7.21,28. avaicyuvros 3.385 6.54; -raros 3.40,72 8.138; 
-tla 1.2,8,26 8.40 11.14; -odvras 1.47. avootwrartos 4.19. 
acedyns 8.43. BdeAupia 8.42. Blatos 8.48. Kaxds 5.48. mapla 


19 Following Schoémann’s reading edd rightly defended by Lincke, p. 60; 
Scho., pp. 370 f. 
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5.11. arcoveEla 8.2 11.36. srovnpds 3.39; -raros 5.85; -pla 
8.40 5.18 6.55 11.20. ocuxodarria 11.31. oyérdos 2.25 11.6. 
UBpis 5.11; -pwevos ib. 24. GOovepds 2.27. To these should be 
added two remarkable expressions: the Aristophanic nickname 
given to Diocles in 8.3 (rov ’Opéorny érixadovpevor), se aa in 
§ 44; and 10.25 (olkov xatametradepactnkevat). 

From this list it appears that denunciatory athe are con- 
spicuously absent in Orr. 9 and 12, and infrequent in Orr. 10,7,4, 
and 2. 

Metaphor.—Metaphor, or the transfer of a word from its proper 
sphere,” arises, to follow Quintilian : 

1. cum in rebus animalibus aliud pro alio ponitur, e. g., 9.85 
SpaBevrds for Sicaotds. 8.27 ovw érdrAunoe ypdEac of a per- 
son. Of. 5.380 ameovaAncen a édvvarto. 

2. aut inanima pro aliis generis eiusdem sumuntur. These are 
more numerous: 5.41 ywapripia for pynpeia aperis; cf. 7.40 dp 
[Hapripia],” uvnpeta THs éxelvou dirotimlas o tplirous éxeivos Eornxe. 
2.13 Kxataduyhy ris épnwlas Kal mrapaypuyhy tov Biov, of adoption. 
10.28 av ért rodrov tov Adyov Katadevyy. Soxipacia (7.34) and 
Bdaavos (9.29) in the general sense of ‘test.’ 3.77 trav avrod rod 
Gelou éxpaprupiav, referring to certain acts, mentioned in § 75 (see 
Scho., p. 264); cf. 2.88 paprupodvras gpyp cal od Adyp. 9.36 
Teteheutnkdta 'Aotidirov trapavoias aipnoete (convict). 11.32 
& éyo 5:0 Bpaydwr eirov cal mapakatabépevos dpiv pynmovevey 
(‘deposited in judges’ memory’). 8.39 va airav éxxdraipn 
(=eludere) tadrnv tHv lepoovaAlay (1. €., ‘to rob the dead’). 38.32 
h tva nal rod ths HONS Gvd patos TOU UTd Tov TraTpos TeOdVTOS 
GkrAnpov 6 avyp Katactnceae elvat THY avTov yuvaixa; 5.29 
adeipeyv alr@ Tous xapmwovs, said of buildings. 

3. aut pro rebus animalibus inanima, e. g., 8.41 Tov péev THY Irper- 
Burépay éyovra xarotxodopunoas (linked with émriBovrcicas). 


20 neragopa éor: Adkis peradepopévn dard Toi Kuplou éwi Td uh KUpwow euddoews Ff duowwd- 


oews tvexa. TryphoII1I191; cf. Gerd. II! 82ff.; Volk 417 ; Straub, pp. 26-70. On 
Isaeus’s aversion to poetical and tropical expressions generally, see Blass II 604 ; 
Jebb II 277 #. 8; Lincke, pp. 19 f. ; Schd. passim. 


2 VIII 6.9 f.; cf. Hermog. II 254. 
42 Following Sauppe’s conjecture, see Scheibe, praef. crit., XXXIV. 
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4. aut contra, e. g., 7.82 tpunpapxodvra, said of an estate (olxov). 
Cf. ib. 42 rovrwy tpinpapxobvra olxoy Twevterddavtoy avypnKdrov. 

I' ven or sententia.—As defined by the ancient rhetoricians, 
amdépavots xabdrov™ or vox universalis,“ English proverb or maxim. 
With the ‘ golden rule’ contrast 3.66 ovdels yap avOparrwv pice TO 
AvotTENOdY, OvdE TrEepl TrAElovos TOS AAXOTPLoUS éavTOU Troveiras. 12.5 
PNTpua yap 4 TovTou pnTnp éyeveTo Tails nmerépars AdeAdais, ei@bace 
dd was ws él 76 TroAd SvaddperOar GAAHAaLS al Te untpural Kad ai 
mpdyovot. 1.19 Trois pev yap dAdo Kaxelvov dv dv 6pytabevres Tors 
otxelous adixnowow Sotepov perapére. ib. 13 rots per’ opyns mpay- 
Geioww, év ols drravres mrepvxapev duaprdvev. [2.8 ovdels yap micav 
Tia ixetever avtr@.|™ Cf. 11.47 Trois yap wndev Sicarov éyovor KA. 
8.32 éxetvor yap apyn Tov ydvous etal, KTr. 

ZruemMa.—Zeugma (ésrelevypwévov)™ occurs at 5.39 (rv wntépa) 
KaOdnpévnyv wavress Ew®pwv Kal tobTm éyxarovaav. ib. 47 
Aixatoyévous xareioBat vids h‘Appodiou (sc. aardyovos). 


TABULAR SUMMARY. 


The following table presents in summary form the results of 
this study. The large preponderance of the figures of amplifica- 
cation and dramatic vivacity over the figures of repetition and 
parallelism will appear from the totals at the extreme right. 
Abundant (relatively) use of ornament is indicated by heavy type; 
as to absence of ornament, often quite as significant, it should be 
noted that no examples of Allegory, Antonomasia, Metalepsis, 
Metonomy, Simile, Synecdoche, and other tropes and figures not 
appearing in the table, were found. For the sake of com- 
pleteness, certain stylistic features, treated in connection with the 
tropes and figures proper, have been included. 


%8 Arist. I 142. 4Q. VIII 5.3. 
35 A probable gloss, see Scheibe, praef. crit., XVI f. 
% Zon. III 168; Q. IX 8.62; Gerb. I 503; Volk. 476. 
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SuPPLEMENTARY. 


Hiatus.—In the case of Isaeus, hiatus has an historical as 
well as a stylistic interest. It is not my purpose, however, to try 
to determine on the basis of this test the exact period of Isaeus’s 
Isocratic discipleship,’ or the precise dates of the different ora- 
tions. This test, already applied by Benseler,? breaks down 
completely in a single but notable instance: Or. 8, the probable 
date of which (B. c. 375) places it among his earlier speeches, 
reveals even greater care than Or. 7, one of his later speeches, 
in which, it is well known, Isaeus betrays marked care. Rela- 
tively, Or. 1 shows the greatest care, Or. 8 standing next; then 
follow 7 and 11, all excepting Or. 8 being late (circa 360-353 
B. c.). It hardly need be stated that it is not the studious and 
artificial care of Isocrates nor the golden mean of Demosthenes. 
What Isaeus’s attitude towards the hiatus-question was will 
appear from the following tables. In their preparation, Scheibe’s 
text (Teubner) was used. Table I, including foot-note A, exhibits 
all instances of Aphaeresis, Crasis, and Elision, and indicates the 
relative frequency of these forms: the first column (heavy type) 
tabulating occurrences where hiatus is avoided by use of the 
apostrophe, the second, where it occurs. Table II, on the other 
hand, includes the particles and word-endings, with which hiatus 
could not be avoided by use of the apostrophe, and for that rea- 
son was least offensive. Therefore, this table, and not the first, 
affords the true test of an author’s care. In the first place, the 
presence or absence of the apostrophe (Table I), excessive use of 
which offends, may be due to scribe or editor * as well as author. 
In the second place, the results of Table I are misleading, e. g., 
from it, hiatus would seem to occur least in Or. 11 (176:39), 


1 'Variously referred: by Benseler (p. 192), on basis of hiatus-test, to a little 
before 860 B. c.; by Blass (II 488) to 400-890 B. c.; by Jebb. (II 266) to 898-890 
B. C. 


2 De Hiatu in Oratoribus Atticis et Historicis Graecis. 


3 See Blass’s edition (Teubner) of Demosthenes, passim. 
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Sa ie. column (heavy type) indicates avoidance of hiatus by use of the apostrophe; the 
secon 


The Tropes and Figures of Isaeus. 57 


instead of Or. 1 (89:24), but Table II gives the true result. So 
comparing Orr. 6 (15.7 pages) and 7 (11.6 pages), the ratios in 
Table I are not unlike (105: 64 and 105: 54) but again the true 
result is found in Table IT (408: 150): Or. 6 ranking with Orr. 
2,9,12,3 (cf. 4,5,10) which betray marked indifference to hiatus, 
Or. 7 standing next to Orr. 1 and 8, the best representatives of 
its avoidance. Hiatus in address (@ dvdpes) is omitted, but in- 
stances such as dia rf ovx «tr. (1.25), where, owing to the 
manifest pause, hiatus was probably as little felt as at the periods, 
commas, ete., of the text, are not omitted, since such omissions 
would be a matter of delicate discrimination. 


ADDRESSs.—Isaeus’s share in the development’ of the use of 
address appears in position and frequency rather than forms. a) 
as to position, he offers the first instance of address at the very 
opening of an oration. Oddly enough it is the same form (avépes 
Sicactal)* employed by Demosthenes in the same position (Dem. 
20.1 32.1). b) as to forms and relative frequency, Isaeus follows 
Antiphon and Andocides rather than Lysias in his decided pre- 


1See Rockel, De allocutionis usu, apud Thucy., Xen., Orr. Att., Dionem 
Aristidem, diss., Regim. Boruss., 1884. 

2 Omission of the interjection is rare outside of Demosthenes (84 times), e. g., 
once in Antiphon (1.7) and Lysias (18.3) ; occasionally, in other orators. 


Foot-note A (to Table I).—Additional instances occur: (of aphae- 
resis) & *ya0é 3.70 -——'py 8.6; (of crasis) adrepos 11.50 -——xéyada (—ois) 
3.21 9.28 xdyavos 5.7 Kane 9.37 xapot 11.40,45——radAXéorpra 
4.23,31 5.8——répavrod 7.34 11.39 rayipiov 7.8 8.24; (of elision) 
dAdérpc 7.89—dp’ 3.87 11.28——@dyio® 11.47-—éw’ 8.26-—pvik’ 
11.18 —pyde’ 2.20-—olovr’ 11.22 ovderep’ 11.27 mpaypar 8.3 
11.13 mpoix 8.8——roiatr’ 6.8——rocair 11.389——rayior’ 1.8— 
cadéorar’ 1.36 Diroxtypov’ 6.53— xpyuef 7.11; (of hiatus: with) 



























































"AOyvage 4.29 GArAo 2.29 3.51 9.8 11.15——dAdAoce 9.14 dvev 
3.29,35 8.15 drraude 6.6——dpa 1.36 4.29 9.9 10.17 at 3.50 7.385 
airé 4.4 6.52,64 11.283——8edpo 7.10 8.42 9.7 éexeivo 3.67 7.45 
11.5 éexeioe 4.1 gvexa 6,24,33 7.37——évOdde 4.26 7.5 evO évie 
2.19 —rdvv 6.33 Todd 8.27 7.138 9.16 ——ov 2.12——trayv 2.41. 
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* All numbers in this table indicate instances of hiatus. + See foot-note B. 
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ference for the short form,  dvdpes, occurring 141 times: 1.1,2, 
6,7,9,11,17,20,24,24,25,27,29,33,41,48,47551. 2.1,38,6,13,14,17, 
20,27,35,388,44,47. 38.33,86,66,72.  4.1,2,11,13,14,18,21,22,27. 
§.1,1,5,18,19,20,21,22,25,25,26,29,30,31,34,85,35,37,388,41. 6.1, 
9,10,12,17,19,21,23,28,39,49,53,54,57,58,60,62. 7.1,4,5,138,18,29, 
87,45. 8.1,5,5,7,12,21,22,35,40. 9.1,2,6,7,11,12,14,17,24,26,28, 
30,31,33,34,84,36. 10.1,1,2,2,4,5,6,6,8,8,9,11,12,14,16,18,18,21, 
22,24,25. 11.8,12,15,24,37,388. & dvdpes Suxacraf occurs 18 
times: 4.80 9.16,37 10.25 12.1,3,5,5,6,6,8,9,9,10,10,11,12,12. 
avOpes Sixacral 3.1 (F 15.1). 


Distribution. Massing of address is found in Or. 12.1-12 (14 
occurrences); cf. Or. 10.1-24 (20); Or. 5.19-27 (7). The fol- 
lowing occur at the end of clauses:* 3.66 5.19,22,25,35,35 
6.21,54 7.18,87 8.12,40 10.1,2,5,6,18 11.24; in transitions, 
after particles, especially rofvuy: 1.17 5.5 7.18 8.21 9.7,34 
10.11 12.6,10 («al wéev dy) 10.12 (ydp) 1.24,25 10.25 (others) 
2.20 4.2,11,18 6.1,21,37,41 6.28 9.11 10.14,16,25 11.38 
12.5; after verbs of entreaty: 2.44 4.22 5.20 6.57,62 7.4 8.5 
(imperatives) 9.14,34 (47), 36 11.12; in rhetorical question: 
1.11,20,27,83 3.88 5.388 6.54,58 9.26. Attention is sought 
in: 5.19,22,25,85 6.21 7.18,87 8.40 10.1,5,6,18 11.24. 


8 Rockel justly retains the reading of Scheibe and Buermann, w dy., instead of 
w 'A@nvato, not occurring elsewhere. 

4Cf. magnam vim habere allocutionem in clausula nemo non sentit. Bremi, 
Lys., p. 181. 


Foot-note B (to Table II).—The following verbs (note frequency of 
Opt.) occur with apostrophe: airér’ 3.4 ivaoxor 12.4——éamorrn- 
car’ 8.40——BovdrAcrr’ 6.32 8.22——yévar’ 12.4—yoiyr’ 4.7 éyéver™ 
2.25——SrexeAeveS 7.27 Sivawr 2.17 5.382——eidq? 11.88—éc? 
11.5——yjoecGe 1.40 your 1.24 nvécxer 2.9 paar’ 8.33 
oiéoF 8.20——rapédxorr’ 12.7 éroinoar’ 2.19,25,25—— (poo )roujoatr’ 
2.22 3.45 épaivovt 11.80—¢yearr’ 3.70 oxer 7.15 ; (participles) 
éxovr’ 11.19——vr’ 2.11 7.7,88——spooyxovr’ 7.40. 





























INDEX 


Nors: The object of this Index is to present in classified form, according to orations, 
the rhetorical ornament discussed in the preceding pages. Numbers in parentheses refer 
to these pages. When more than one instance of a figure occurs in a single section, small 
exponents (1.12) are used, in cases of ambiguity, to indicate the Ist, 2d, etc., instance in 


that section ; 2-f., etc. = 2-fold, ete. 


Address (57).—dy. dx. 8.1 [F 15] o 
dy. 3x. 4.80 9.16,87 10.25 12.1,8,5,5, 
6,6,8,9,9,10,10,11,12,12 «@ &». 1.1,2,6,7, 
9,11,17,20,24,24,26, 27, 29,83,41, 48, 47,61 
2.1,8,6,18,14,17,20,27,85,88,44,47 38.88, 
86,66,72 4.1,2,11,18,14,18,21,22,27 5.1, 
1,6,18,19,20,21 , 22, 25,25,26,29, 30, 81, 84, 
85,35,87,38,41 6,1,9,10,12,17,19, 21,28, 
28,89,49,58,54,57,58,60,62 7.1,4,5,18,18, 
29,87,45 8.1,5,5,7,12,21,22,85,40 9,1,2, 
6,7,11,12,14,17,24,26,28, 80,31, 38, 84, 84, 
86 =:10.1,1,2,2,4,5,6,6,8, 8, 9,11,12,14,16, 
18,18, 21,22,24,25 11.8,12,15,24,87,88. 

Alliteration (25).—1.12,17,48 2.21 
8.2,59,68,68  7.80,42,48 8.88 9.24 
10.9,15,18 In fig. etym.: 1.15,17 2.81 
8.59,59,61,67  5.86,45 7.8840 9.84 
10.26 11.81 Assonance: 2.18 8.4,81 
7.84 8.84 Cf. 2.27 6.56 11.12 Both: 
1.17 4.27 9.4 Of. 5.46. 

Anaphora (26).—1.7,9,25,89,40,40,45 
4.12,29 65.4,21,26,47 6.2,2 7.16,40 
8.20,46 10.1,1 11.9,10,47,48 Less 
perfect: 1.5,48 2.10,29 4.1 6.48,65 
7.82,44 8.18 Accidental (largely): 
1.49 2,18,45 4.11,80 5.5,42 6.5,52 
9.12 Cf. 1.28,88,87,42 9.86 Combined 
with chiasmus: 1.4,20 8.68,75 6.60,60 
7.48 9.1. 

Anastrophe (8).—6.81 8.17,82 Cf. 1.5. 

Antistrophe (7).—Cf. 2.11 6.11,25 
6.58 8.28 F 28.1. 

Antithesis (22).— Words and thoughts: 
1.15,28,88,338,34,35,40,48 2.10,15,25,87, 
45 5.21,85,39,44,46 7.17,28,29,29 8.44 
9.10,19 10.16 Cf. 9.25 Words or 
thoughts only: 1.1,11 2.28 8.45 4.11,24 
7.15 8.89 9.85 10.1 12.10, 

* Awocwwsanos (47).—Cf. 5.89. 

A postrophe (29). —3.40-41, 45-46, 48.49, 
69-71 5.48,45,46,47 6.25-26,54 9.28 
11.4,6. 


Arsis (ox fjpa xar dpow x. béorv) (18).— 
Neg.—Pos.: 1.2,8,8,6,10,18,14,14,15,15, 
18,87,50 2.6,14,15,19,20,23,40.44 3.21 
4.14.24 6.18,18,24 (ody Srws),29,80,87, 
47 6.2,21 (obx Srws),24,52,64 7.12,24, 
84,35(8-f.),87,88(4-f.),44(2-f.) 8.1,4,10, 
14,15,20(8-f.),25,81,81,82,44  9.8,8,12, 
26 10.8,18,18,28 11.6,16,28,29,36,88, 
48,48 Pos.Neg.: 1.7,45 2.85,88,88 
8.18 4.25 6.6,80,88 6.65 7.16,82,48 
8.81,31,82,38,88 10.9,21 11.11,25 12.5 
(extensions) 4,27 6.14 7.6,25,27,89 
9.80 10.8,24 11.12,21. 

Assonance: see Alliteration. 

Asyndeton (40). — (after testimony) 
8.89,43 6.8,4,25,89 6.8,9,49 7.22.23, 
26,29,87 8.141,28! 9.5,19 10.8 11.1, 
5,6,12 (transitional) 6.1912 7.512% 8.46 
10.4,22 (with demonstrative) 1.11 
2.20,21,28,87 8.28,28,67 6.10,11 6.625 
7.1,9,16,21,28,28,45,45,45 8.24,36 11.8, 
422,48,44 (commands to clerk) 8.7,12, 
15, 42, 58, 56, 76 6.50 9.28, 80, 38 
[11.6] (cumulative) 2.14 6.62,64-65 
8.24,29,84,45  11.6,85,41,48 F 238.3 
(clausal) 8.64 4.22 6.48 6.928 7.4112 
8.9 9.85,87 11.575,47 F 23.8 (ques- 
tion) 8.82,89,48 11.64 (answer) 1.28 
2.89 3.25,89,48,49,65 5.18 6.85,86,63 
7.82 8.9,11,12,29,82,88 9.81 10.14,17 
11.11,12,26,44 (both) 8.14!-4,281!-' 
F 28.1!-7,21-8, 

Chain-shot: see Synonyms. 

Chiasmus (26,28).—1.2,8,[10] 2.15 
5.8, 14,80,80,86,41 6.3,60 7.41 8.42 10. 
9,25 Less perfect: 2.14 5.4,24,27 6.2, 
20,29 8.8,16,18 11.84 Chiastic: 2.28 
8.79 7.86 8.8,8,17,88,44 9.24 10.22 
Cf. 1.44 2.26,44 65.7 With anaphora: 
see anaphora. 

Communicatio (48) .—8.11. 

Denunciation (51). —1.2,8,8,26,27,47 
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2.25,27,27 8.18,85,89,40,40,67,72 4.19, 
19 65.11,11,18,24,81,85,48,48  6.18,48, 
46,54,55 7.21,28 8.2,8,18, 40, 42, 48, 
48,44 10.26 11.6,6,14,20,31,86. 

Acarbpnois (47).—Cf. 1.84. 

Epanadiplosis (6).—11.85,385 Of. 7.26 
10.11. 

Epanaphora (6).—2.8 5.9,20 6.25, 
25,48 8.14, 24,24,28,29  11.9,10,85 
F 28.1 Cf. 8.78 7.2840 8.18 11.2 
(in polysyndeton) 5.31,44,45 7.85,88. 

Epexegesis (15). — 1.16, 29, 86-87, 47 
2.8,11,18,24,46  8.45,68,72 4.11 5.8 
6.18,55 7.29,384,84 8.15,15,82,385 10.10 
11.12,49. Cf. 7.86 9.4 

Figura Etymologica (16).—1.8,11,15, 
17,20,48 2.2,17,26,86,89,42,48,46 8.2, 
9,11,12,17,25,48,66,57,57,59, 59, 60,61, 62, 
67,78 4.9,29,29 5.7,25,86,41,41,44,45,465 
6.21,39,46,60,50,60,60,60,60 7.88,39,40, 
40,40,41  8.6,18,24,85,388,41  9.15,34 
10.22,26 11.25,81,84 12.6,11,12 Fl 
Cf. 1.14 2.28,81,88,40 4.5 8.17 9.10, 
12 11.6 12.9 

T'vdpn (58).—1.18,19 [2.8] 8.66 12.5 
Cf. 8.82 11.47. 

Hiatus: see Tables, pp. 56 and 58. 

Homoioptoton: see Paromoion. 

Hyperbaton (44).—1.25 3.6,88 6.28 
7.6,7 8.16,81,40,40 10,9 11.22,22,26 
Cf. 11.156 F 238.2 (interlocking) 8.51 
4.21 5.41 cf. 1.27,28 8.4,22,465 drép- 
Barov xara wapévOecw: 1.41 2.18,82,83, 
86 8.64,71 4,15,17 5.12 6.3,18 9.11,12 
10.18 11.17,27,27 [see note 50, p. 45]. 

Hypophora (80).—(full form) 10.18- 
19 (double) 2.21 8.72-78  5.45-46 
11.25 (single) 8.24 4.24 7.88 Of. 
4.20 5.48. 

Hypostrophe (45).—1.28 3.19,20,77 
6.12 8.16 9.4 10.12 12.9 (emphatic 
repetition with rofro, ovrws, etc.) 1.6 
2.18,20,28,42,43,43 3.9,51,61,67,79 4. 
19,22,26 6.28,82,40,44,52,64 7.1,10,18, 
43,45,45  8.4,6,12,18,24,80,44  9.5,15 
10.8,5 11.17,18,26,27,80,38,36,85. 

Irony (50).—1.12 2.20,21,24,33,85, 
87 8.8-10,24,81,82,37,89,65-66,70,70-71 


4.24,28  6.10-11,24-285, 36, 89, 45-46 
6.18 7.88 8.40 9.11,14 10.1,26 11.4 
12.7. 

Kéxnros (9).—5.46 1.86-87 Cf. 2.87 
5.18 6.45 (extensions) 1.41-48 10. 
18-20 Cf. 6.57-658. 

Litotes (48).—1.7 8.11,29,40,55,79 
4.14 6.11 6.18,18 7.17,17,19,29,34, 
89,40,41,41,45 8.85,46 9.5,11,26 10. 
20 11.89 12.8,11 In arsis: 1.2 2.5, 
19 6.2 7.6,84,87 8.1,4,15 9.8 11.6, 
86,38. 

Mép solitarium (89).—(with Ist person 
of verbs of thinking) 2.1 8.27,87,61 
6.1 7.1 8.11 9.81 10.18 11.19,26 
12.7 (emphasizing single words) 1.1,29 
2.15 8.74 6.18,24,86,40,48 6.1 7.22 
9.2,19 Cf. 4.5 8.8 10.12 (pseudo-) 
181 2.42 8.8,45,64,78  4.9,14,15 
5.2 6.10.48 8.5 9.14,21,80,86 10.7 
12.9. 

Metaphor (52).—2.18 8,82,77 5.29, 
80,41 7.82,84,40,42 8.27,89,41 9.29, 
85,86 10.28 11.82. 

Oaths (46).—(val pd) 8.26,89,49 (ud) 
4.24 8.29 11.85,85,86 F 28.2 (»#) 
8.24,48,78 4.20 6.61 7383 (pbs) 
2.47 6.68 F 28.1. 

Oxymoron (49). — (sharp juxtaposi- 
tions) 5.8,10 Of. 6.11 8.40. 

Tlapddewfis (47).—5.17 Cf. 8.45 5.89 
11.20,44. 

Parechesis : see Paronomasia I. 

Parenthesis : see Hyperbaton. 

Parison (19).—1.15,29 2.26 4.10,11, 
11,12 6.21,89,44 7.28,20,44(8-£.) 8.1, 
29,46 9.82 10.1,9,16 11.86 Of. 5.85 
7.17,28 9.4 11.48. 

Paromoion (21).—1.28,40 2.25 4.10, 
21 6.44 7.28,88,89 8.29 11.24,28, 
88,86 Less perfect or accidental: 1.15 
2.26 4.24 6.8 7.17,29,89,40,44 8.1 
9.4,82 10.1 Of. 2.6,10,28 4.18 10.8 
11.48 (homoioptoton) 8.54 6.16 7.35, 
42 8.26,40 11.20,86 12.2. 

Paronomasia (28).—I. Gorgianie ; 1.2, 
89 2.8,8,9,28,26,48,46  8.8,49, 51,79 
§.11,18,16,21,25,84,48 6.48 7.1,9 8.8,8, 
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80,30,38,88 10.25 11.88 Cf. 2.5 3.68 
6.21 8.20 11.6 (parechesis) 5.84,44 
6.15 Cf. 1.6 2.40 (polyptoton) 3.68 
5.89 6.28 9.1 11.5 II. Repetitive - 
2.1,22,28,35,88 38.7 6.24,25 6,47 
7.80,44 8.4,12,14,28 11.26. 
Polyptoton: see Paronomasia I. 
Polysyndeton (40,42),.—(words) 1.26, 
85,389 4.18,27,27 6.10  6.1,18,21,89 


7.85,86 12.8 (phrases) 1.7,40 2.86 
8.51,52 5.85 6.4,17,21 7.42 8.46 
11.5,7. [In pairs: (words) with 


kal 2,.18,24,82,82,86,47 4.81  6.82,35 
6.49,61,62 7.8,14,42 8.12 9.8,6,18,18, 
20,22 11.18,49 12.9; with ovre (ure) 
8.28,42,68 4.8 6.47 (phrases) with 
cal 1.5,9,17,19,29,86,41,45,47 4.18 5.31 
6.5,9 7.16,25,80,86 8.18,88,44 9.4,81 
11.39,50 12.11; with ovre, etc., 1.29, 
49 4.29 6.26,58 9.8]. 

TIpodibpOwors (48).—5.8 8.84 F 16.1 
Cf. 6.9,19 7.4,48 11.82. 

Prolepsis (31).—8.45 5.8,28,46 9.10 
11.5 Cf. 3.66-67 10.9-10 11.83-34. 

Prosopopoeia (29).—6.58 8.24. 

Rhetorical Answer (89).—1.29 2.89 
8.25,87,89,48,49,51,66,77 7.82 8.11,28, 
28,28,82 9.381 10.17 11.12,19,26 
F 23.1,1,1. 

Rhetorical Question (82).— 

1. Amplification (88) : 3.241,82! 5.18, 
48 6,836,681 7.24,48 8.9,30 9.22 11.11, 
44 (introducing hypophora) 2.21! 
8.721 6.451 7.88! 11.251,82 (pro- 
lepsis) Asadexrixéy: 1.28199) 7,40 4656) 
8.14128,.98185(246) 3912 93,1 185¢246) 
(see Assertion). 

2. Appeal (85): (cumulative) 3.386128, 
8712; 89775; 4813; 60,5112 (en- 
thymeme, reductio ad absurdum) 1.283, 


2912,.8812.40 38.823,66 4.14 5.8413, 
88 6.68? 8.18,82 9.15 10.18,17 
11.12 12.8 (to judges’ intelligence, 
fairness or opinion) 1.11,25,27,35,86 
2.389 38.11, 17,242, 38, 48, 492, 54, 783, 
77 4,15 6.2112 6.56 8.11,43 9.26,31 
11.28,26,47 12.6 (in exclamation) 1.20 
4.4,7123,202,25 7.40125 9.26 10.133, 

8. Assertion (87): a) positive: 2.25,27 12, 
48 4.19 646,58 9.87 11.4,18,14; 
7.4056 8.28246 F 28.1246 [see Aca- 
Aexrixéy] b) negative: 1.202 8.64 
4.12,28 6.9,581,54 7.82,86 8.287 9.12 
11.19,24 12.9, 

4. In other figures (88): (hypophora) 
2.2125 3.722,781 4.24 5.452%,46 7.3832 
11.2525 Cf. 4.201 (apostrophe) 3.412, 
45,46,48°,491,69,70,71 6.25125,26 11. 
512 (prosopopoeis) 6.582 8.2412, 

Symploce (8).— 5.25 6.58 
F 23.1. 

Synonyms (10).—(verbs) 
44 8.1,68 4.19 6.11 
19,20,26,88,45 9.4,28,37 11.22,82 
[12.5] (participles) 1.11,84,40,48,49 
2.14,40 8.64 6.85 6.61 7.1,42,48,45 
8.22,29,41 9.87 10.15,17 11.46 (ad- 
verbs) 5.48 7.81 9.29 10.11 (nouns) 
1.8,10,26,38,42,47  2.20,26,47,47 8.18 
4.5 6.10,11,48,47 6.4,46 7.29 8.16, 
87 9.86,86 10.17,22 11.18,21,80 12.3 
Cf. (relations) 1.2,7 6.15,64 7.18,16, 
17,26,27,48 8.9,10 9.8 (adjectives) 
1.29 2.28,28,87,41,42,48,48,46 3.19, 
24,650,651 6.10,46 6.47,47,49 7.5,11, 
84,41 8.4,19,48 9.18 11.6,82 Cf. 
5.89 (phrases) 1.89 2.2,8 8.12,19 
4.2 6.7,82,47 6.2,2,66 7.14,18,26 
8.16,20 10.1 12,8. 

Zeugma (53).—5.89,47. 


8.28 


118 2.2, 
6,57,65 8.2, 








